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UNDER THE BANNER OF ZINOVIEV

By H. D. Coleman (St. Louis)

There was once a time, in the Trotskylst movement, when to
raise the question of "tone' was considered naive, if not down-
right shameful, If there were embedded somewhere in the article
or speech in question just one quotation from Lenin, then all the
vulgzar and malicious abuse that surrounded it was sanctified, It
vas "scientific," "objective" abuse - nothing personal, mind youl
In the split with Cannon, Comrade Shachtman and others discovered
rather late in the day that questions of “"tone" have considerable
political importance. The "tone" of a dlscussion or polemic tells
rmch about the people and organizations involved - sometimes more
than is revealed by the content - and often gives us a glimpse of
the future.
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The tone and style of Erber's document predispose cne to give ;
it serious consideration., The tone and style of Shachtmanl!s re-
ply, from its pempous dedication to its concluding, unintelli-
gible contribution to the science of mechanics, predispose one to
toss it aside and forget about it. Shachtman's excellent quall-
fications as an exponent of orthodox Marxism-Leninism are very
largely hidden by his more than usually over-blown style. In the
past, his wit and sarcasm were stimulating, though now and then
we had a preview of how they might degenerate. The present pro-
duction is, stylistically speaking, a Shachtmanian nightmare.
Since it is almost impossinle to avoild sinking to Shachtman's
polemical level in considering his production, I will not conceal
the fact that I hesitated long about using, as an alternativ
title to this article, "Under the Banner of the Chamber Pot,.

Examples of what I am referring to are, unfortunatelj, too
numerous to list at length. Perhaps the most disgraceful is the
parallel with Trotskyist and Zinovievist capitulators to Stalin-
ism, onnpa%e 6. This is abuse with a faint arcma of the "Daily
“Jorker. hen there is the reference to "Americanized Quitters,"
at the bottom of page 13. Shachtman'!s disgust at this name has
a rather ambiguous character, which he must have wanted to be
apparent. No one likes to be called a quitter; but, that much
abuse being inevitable, it doesn't seem to me that Erber or any-
one else need be disturbed about being called an Americanized
Quitter, Comrade Shachtman likes this horrid epithet "lfmerlcan-
ized;  he uses it elsewhere, It reminds me of accounts I have
read of the early years of the American CP; "Americans' weren't
very popular then either. Perhaps Comrade Shachtman'!s use of the
term derives from those years - and this is not the only element
in his document that does S0 ;

Sometimes Shachtmants figures of speech, in theilr vapid ex-
travagance, merely remind me of very hard seats and endless
harangues at endless conventions and membership meetings. Page
17, for example, where, referring to a proposal of Erberts of
scveral years ago Which has no relevance whatsoever to the present
discussion, Shachtman remarkss: "This proposal, hilarious 1in
conception and formulation, produced an excited yawn in the party,
but even that for not more than a full minute." Did you ever
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yevn for a full minute, Comrade Shachtman? It's one hell of a
yaimn - & really spectacular yawnl You are losing your delicate
touch with the nesgative construction; and you forget that al-
nost everyone knows that you always treated Irber?s ideas very
seriously, resgardless of how hilarious they may seem 0 70U NOW.
Sometimes Comrade Shachtman's analogies are merely stupid:
as vwnen, on page 21, he compares the critics of orthodoxn larxism-
Leninism to peoplec who propose to "get far off the ground® by
dizging "a great big hole in the earth." Shachtman's sarcasm
ls often so pondercus that it is merely embarrassing to read, as
on pages 46..48, where we have a three-page museum of the cholcest
antique polemical devices, the fine ocutline of some of them
blurred by the growth of wmoss - or algae, In his dialogues with
hinself and various imaginary charectors, Shachtman resenbles
a punchedrunk pugilist.

HUhy are these criticisus of Shngehtmant's style and tone of
any importance? In the first place, hecause Shachtman says
(semewhet inconsistently) that Erber!s document "is not worth
a minute's attention so far as settling accounts with him is
concerned," The real purpose of the reply is to “"re-state our

rinclplies, to demonstrate thelr validity again." Presumably
this re.statement is for the benefit, mainly, of those not meme
bers of the party. And Shachtman and the lerdership of the
party mst be told again, as they have been told many times in
the past (with little efect), that this stubborn acherence to
the pelemlcal tradition of the Comintern is alone guaranteed to
prevent the "Americanizetion" (hateful word}) of the party - .
that is, its transformation into an organization with something
approaching a mass base in Lfmerica, as distinguished from an
organization with a fine circtiaticn for its press in Zurope
and 4sia, In the second place, a polemical style gone o0 seed
i1s probably a symptom, in this case, of a political viewpoint
gone to seed.,

Comrade Shachtman has painfully hauled after him tkhe whole
theoretical and organizational tradition of the Comintern. He
is welcome to that malodorous burden, and welcome to the task
of defending it as being, in fact, light as a feather and fra-
grant as a violet. DBut no mewber of the party autcmatically ac-
cepts any such bunrden when he joins; and neither I nor any
other member 1s bound by any party statute that I know of %o ace
cept Shachtmant!s definition of what 1s indispensable to larxism,
This does not mean at all that Comrade Shachtman has the patent
rights, as he seems to assume, on the real achievements of the
OCctober Revolution., But the panicky way in which he hugs the
October Hevolution to his breast, and his fury at the sad state
of aflairs when "every craven, every deserter, every dilletante
can now track his dirty boots on to the imperishable page and
relax hls wretched bowels over it," these symptoms sugzest that
ve will get little additional enlightenment on the subject of
the Pctober Revolution from Comrade Shachtman, His Vcritical
re-evaluation" belongs to the past, Do you think, Comrade Shacht-
man, that when Stalinism reaches, as it has now, a climax of
brubality and terrer throughout the world, that you are going to
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have a monopoly of 'critical re-evaluation?" . Why shouldnl't
even the dilletante speaik out against totalitarianism? Lnd is 1t
cause for complaint that political terror is not "respectable”

in the United States?

Shachtmant!s ideas did not, he says, "come into full and

Lermetically-sealed roundness overnight." "They have developed,"
he says, presumably into the full and hermetically-sealed round -
ness just mentioned, over "a hundred years." And the ideas he
expresses in his document are just about as likely to "hite
st00othly and deeply into the material they are applied to" as
one would expect any "full and hermetically-sealed roundness" to
bite into anythinge The development of 2 mass socialist movew
ment in America lies in an enbtirely different direction: in a
complete break, so far as Trotskylists are concerned, with the
tadition of the CP, and the reduction of Leninism from the
rankz of sacrd scripture to the level of other soclalist doctrines
and theories.. - all subject to re-examination, revision and amplie-
fication. Sucéh a mass socialist movement would necessarily be
based on a minimum program which would leave most purely theoretic-
al questions entirely open. But this movement might, neverthe-
less, have a very different character from the social~democracye
~ full utilization of specifically American political traditions
and methods, which Marxists have always been backward in doilng;
a more flexible approach to the whole preblem of the socializaw
tion of industry, with the ewphasis on the decentralizatlon of
control, these are some of the elements of a socialist oprogram
for America, :

It is significant that Shachtman begins his discussion of
Trherts views on war with an claborately contrived sneer, in the
style of a Japanese actor, at Erber's harmless and to all ap=-
pearances entirely sincere statement that he leaves the P
iwithout rancor or bitterness." It is plain that lack of rancor
and bitterness under such circumstances is, to Shachtman, a
clear indication of political instability.

He recomnends Erber for an assistant instructorship in the
I.l’ag-a-PoliticaleIdiot=but-low~I-Am-Smart School. This attack,
built on the damning evidence that Erber changed his mind, and
dié¢ so, above all, without constant consultation with I, Shachte
man, is rather strange. L number of us have been political
idiots at various times; I recall a short period in 1934=35
when I thought that my previous low opinion of the Trotsizylst
movement was perhaps unjustified. Not all of us can claim to
be smart even now. Perhaps Shachtman's uncharacteristically
gracious admission that Erber has smartened up is due to a dew
sire to maintain the professional reputation of the faculty of
the above mentioned school, since my Catalogue lists Comrade
Shachtman as a full proféssor on this same faculty. The degrees
he has taken in the academic specialty of the scheool need not
be enumerated. The most notable were conferred, in a back~handed
sort of way, by that great educator, L. D. Trotsky.

: I do not intend to enter into a discussion at this point of
the theoretical guestions that Shachtman raises, as I feel that
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the problem is to a great extent a practical one which cannot

be Jammed into the theoretical mold that Shachtman supplies. - {
These »igid categories have no meaning for me, and the day when

they noc eny meaning for the vorld labor movement is past, never

to raturn - except, in a slightly perverted form, i1f Stalinism

triumphs. (Shachtman's Marz:ism, of course, as he himself points

out, is most brilliantly vindicated precisely when 1t fails to

werks like the Christian Science creed, its truth is proven by

the fact that it mekes Jjust as good sense backwards as forwards),

I agree with the gencral approach to the problem repre-
sented by Erbert!s briefly-stated points and by Susan Greents
discussion article., For ‘uyself, and I am sure for these other
comrades as well, these questions are far from scttled, OCne
thing I believe to be true: the official party position is an
attempt to avoid facing the actual political problem, and repre-
sents (as countless contradictory phrases in resclutions, articles
and speeches prove), a teudency to place bourgeoils democracy and
Stalinist totalitarianism on the same level., (&nd "of all the
bourgecis democracies, the American 1s the most reactlonary...,'
says Shachtman}) The party »osition has mainly the character of
a defiant gesture. In the face of the overwhelming horror of
a new war, that spirilt®of defiance needs to be preserved; but
iy will have no meaning unless socialists are also propared to
grapple with the concrete problems of socialist policy in the
war, I very much doubt, after hearing reports on the recent
convention and reading Comrade Shachtmant!s document, that these
problems will ever get the tind of discussion they deserve in
our organization, The criticism of Erber for not atte pting to
initiate such a discussion hes 1ts most effective answer in the
general character of Shachtmants document, which will »prohably
establish the ideological atwuosphere of the movement for the
next period. In such an atmosphere, free discussion of basic
questions is impossible, :

i

Ily own views began to take form entirely independent of
other comrades. L knew nothing about Erber till I read his docu-
ment; I Ymew nothing about Comrade Green ti1ll I read her article,
My own ide=as began to take Tform a couple of years ago, as I be~
zan to reflect on what I had observed of the functioning of the
party during Yorld Var II, During the war, I had postponed con-
sideration of certain questions that had arisen in my mind, I n
had seen our members fighting in the armed forces as "loyally"
as other citizens, and without any suggestion from any source
that they should do otherwise. I saw our members working in war
plants and doing as good jobs as anyone else. They were active
in their unions and advocated a more militant policy than was
generally approved by the union bureaucrats; but they never,
with party approval, advocated anything that could be called an
adventurist policy or a policy based on purely political consider-
ations. What we proposed was always based on sound trade union
practice. Our opposition to the "No Strike Pledge" took a form , .
fully in accord with non-political trade union policy as inter- (
preted by the more "progressive" unionists. Among ourselves, we '
exaggerated the political significance of this campaign, because
we dild not want to acknowledge the fact of our complete abandone




ent of what was once called "defeatism," e were, in theory,
politically opposed to the war; bdbut we did nothing about it,
though we unden;ﬁhly had the freedom to try,.

In the position we developed on the "national guestion,"”
primarily the work of Comrade Shachtman, we made perfectly clear
that the first job of European socialists was to defeat the Naw
zis and achieve national independence. In the course of that
struggle, we said, the Third Camp will emerge - in the course of
a common struggle of various social strata for a national, rather
than a class, objective. Shachtman admits that the Third Camp
did not take any material form except in the national resistance
movements e And what were these movements DUt Gefensist MOVew
ments? Ye urged that they be given an independent socialist
character, we foresaw a point where class differentiation would
begin. But we nevertheless accepted the defensist character of
these movements and urged that soclallists drop all sectarian
pre judices and participate loyally in them. ‘e foresaw, with

extraordinary accuracy, that the entire post-war pericd (assume
1ng the defeat of the Nazls);, -would derive its character from

the effectiveness or lack of e fectiveness of the indépendent,

anti-Stalinist socialists in the resistance movements. The Third
Camp developed to the extent that it did in Yiorld War II on the
basis of defensism - a critical, socialist defensism, but still
defensism, Nothing else was possible., In fimerica, the paralyz-
Ing veakness of the socialist movement, dominating all other con-
siderations. In Zurope: the paraly21ng weight of Nazlsm, which
had to be thrown off before anything else could hbe done, The
result, for all socilalists, including ourselves, was 4 defensist
policy, varied by a more or less courageous efPort to e5pOse cere
tain popular illusions about the war,

‘That we had to say about "imperialist war" in the abstract was
not very important. Comrade Shachtman appears t0 belle¥e that
our manifestos in this vein nade all the difference between
capitulation and Intransisence. But to the war in the concrete,
we adjusted ourselves very successfully; and I do not see how
our protestations of not being involved politically altered the
fact that by not cne single political act did we distinguish our-
selves from those socialilsts who admitted that they were defense-
ists of one kind or another,

In World War III, I am convinced that the situation will be
much the same, The weakness of the movement in America is unale
tered; and our instinctive resistance to any kind of appeasement
of Stalinism is even more marked than in the case of Nazism, since
our knowledge is more eXpert. Leninist consistency will zo over-
board, as it did in Vorld ‘ar II. In Wurnpe, when the Suallnlst
military machine begins to move, the "national question" will
again become dominant. ZIver-where, the far closer 1nte~ratwon
of the civilian population with the military machine *b“t will
charecterlze the new war, will raise new nranGms for the sociale
ist - problems that cannot be solved by the old s lozans. The
llves of workers and their families will depend on the organiza-

tion of the civilian population. for protection against atom bombe
ing, blological warfare, etc,, and acainst Stalinist sabotage and
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espionage. Ve may face dreadful choices in this future war; but
there 1s no easy and painless manner of avoiding moral and politic-
al responsibility for it; there is no manifesto that will acw
co plish this. The pacifist may make such a pretense of avoidw
ing moral responsibility, and in his case it may not be merely a
pretense. But, given the situation as it is today, if we reject
pacifism, we must accept some variety of defensism, critical opr
uncritical, temporary or permanent, socialist or reactionary,

No one can say in advance what will happen in America in the
course of the war, although Shachtman insists that Erber settle
all this right now, by the simple use of the supernatural gzifts
that every class-conscious worker possesses. American fasocism
would hardly be preferable to Russian fascism. But we can ‘only
develop policy on the basis of what the situation is today,

However, Comrade Shachtman is immune to all these disturbe
ing speculations. He has the October Revolution (in the original
sixty-five volume, Russian edition), -all critical re-evaluations
are safely in the past, and he has a fascinating new heresy to
expunge: American chauvinist aristocratism. It is remarkable
how a man's sense of the ridiculous Will fail him,

Lpril 15, 1949,
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GENERAL PROBLEM OF DEMCCRACY

By J. ‘lallis (Los Angeles)

(Zuthort!s note: I have been told by several sympathetic persons
that an article such as mine would be read by very few within the
League. If this is so, 1 must blame myself as much as anyone, I
know that my style is in no sense lucid. My terminology is ad-
mittedly clumsy, and I would gladly welcome any changes that

might make it more clarifying. Unfortunately, personality 1s one
of the factors that creates style, and I have not felt llke visit-
ing a psychiatrist as preparation for writing this,

In one sense, however, I do not blame myself., If 1T is true
that infelicity of style is a considerable barrier, there i1s some=
thlng wrong with those should-be readers who oannot surmount it,
It is a sad state of affairs in a revolutionary movement when
journalistic and/or oratorical competence become the criteria for
the acceptance - or even the consideration - of the ildeas of
comrades,

The major difficulty is that our journalistic comrades have
not been considering - at least not publicly - these most import-
ant questions, I don't know if it's a case of "Fools rush in..."
or not, but 1f so, 1t is at least important to recognize that
there are worthwhile flelds of enqulry in which our journalistic
angels" have "feared to tread."

At any rate, welve been chewing a theoretical cud long
enough ~ it's time to move on to some new and vitaminous nutri-
1)
men

- ow

Ever since its official description of the Russlan state as
a bureaucratic-collectivist class state which evolved from a
workers! state, the Workers Party was faced with & fundamental
task - that of understanding which characteristics of a state
facilitate such an evolution, Because of our fallure to take
thls task seriously, our only response to the question “How do we
know you'd be any better than the Stalinists?" 1s the unconvincing
itThere can be no guarantees}”

The WP, born in a process of conceptual liberation, made one
creat advance in the revolutionary understanding of the world of
today. Thereafter, as far as fundamentals were concerned, it
rested on its laurels. Today, as the Independent Socialist
League, -1t assumes the neglected task - the investigation of the
problems of workers! democracy. By passing the motion "Directive
to Political Committee' the convention gave every comrade the
chance to help develop a body of theory which should give the ISL
a prestige far greater than that gained by the WP from 1ts earli-
er contributions.
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Our conclusions rmst be abstract. History, the “great impro=-
visor," forbids us the luxury of a "blueprint" of the future. In
that regard, our problem is not unigue. Most scientific re-
search seeks statements of the sort "If any object has charace
teristics A, B and C i1t also has the characteristic D," IErperi-
ence gives us faith in suchh scientific statements, even vhen ap-
plied to objects so novel that no one has seen, heard or even
conceived of them., It is the purpose of our discussion to de=
vise (or, as the realists would have it, discover) such state-
ments, In cur case the statements must describe sccial structures,

‘e seek justification for saying, as socilal scientists, "If any

gsocial structure has characteristics A, B and C, its tendency

will be toward the maintenance and extension (or, on the other

hand, 'the limitation!) of popular control of that structure.” 4
Such statements are not 'blueprints," but rather scientific
criteria for the Jjudgment of social structures.

One of the deterrents to this investigation has been the
feeling that generalizations of the characteristics of & satis-
factory workers?! state cannot be tested until there exists a
state with those characteristics. For this reason the diréc-
tive was not worded "...for consideration of the prohlems of
workers! power," but rather, ",.,.for consideration of thé rela-
tion between organizationsl forms and bureaucratic controls”
Hundreds of organizations display varying degrees and kinds of
bureaucracy. These include not only unions, cooperatives,
political parties, industries etc., but also a variety of bour-
geols-democratic states. lost display a mixture of bureaucracy-
prone and =resistant aspects, each blend being in some way unique.,
fhile contemporary generali-ations cannot complete the list of
criteria by which a workers! state should be judged, they cen
minimize the degree to which revolutionary forces must “play by
ear'}

In a way it 1s fortunate that our criteria must derive from
contemporary organizations, V/ith our decision to emphasize a
political approach to recruitment, it becomes important that we
Ee able to use the familiar and immediate as examples of what we
mean (or v.,v.) 1in our descriptions of the sort of society we de=-

ire. This does not mean that discussion should be a drecary
| round of specific cases, Frultful discussion demands emphasis
upon abstraction, concrete cases being only illustrative., Howe S
ever, 1t 1s important to recognize the objective limits of ab- '
straction, and the favorable aspects of such limits,

PR

. Although workers! power can be secure only in proportion
to its inclusion of the economic and human resources of the plan=-
et, we must consider various nations separately because of their
unequal economlc and soclal developments. A bureaucracy~resiste
ant democracy-in the United States, for example, would place
power in the hands of the working~class; in India, on fthe other
hand, power would probably lie in the hands of the peasants, Be-
cause of this difference, our present discussion should be
limited to the problem of industrially advanced areas,

P

This article is not intended to answer Questions. Fruite
ful discussion demands a general contextual framework, Here is
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presented such a framework, based upon an analysils of the nature
of the problem itself,

1. AMBIGUITY OF TH CONCEPT "DEMOCRACYY

_ A tervlnologlcal difficulty, based upon the ambiguity of the
term "dewmocracy” ’, must be removed, Lbls may be accomplished by
use of the terms "horizontal democracy and "vertical democracy,"
defined as. follows: A

I3

a) By "herizontal democracy” is meant the equality of all
nembers of an orgzanization with respect to selection of
representatives, accessibility to office, freccdom of
speech, .press, assenblage, etc.; and,

D) By "vertical democracy" is meant the degree to which
the rank-and-file has power to control the pcliciles
and activities of their organization,

History records no nation with a satisfactory degree of
either horizontal or vertical democracy, so that any exa¢oles
must be hypothetical, Subpoqe the Truman administration were
to carry and enforce an eifective civil rights program, giving
equal pOlltlcal rights and powers to all adults (in the ir capaci-
ty as citizens) within the United buates without transforming
the state structure in any other manner; the result would repre-
sent horizontal democracy and (as now) vertical oligarchy. If,
on the other hand, the state structure were so transformed as
to be continuously controlled by the electorate, yet a class of
adult members of the organization were excluded from the electo-
rate, the result would represent-vertical democracy and horizone-
tal olicarchy,

If either aspect is oligarchical, the organization is oli-
garchicall To be democratlo, an organization mst display both
horizontal and vertical democracv.

(here is indicated the cleverness of the Northern Democrats,
Gaining wide acclaim as truly democratic through their prcposals
to extend aovlzontal democacy, they use that acclaim (and the
support it attracts as a basis for streamlining the state bureau-

cracy, renderln, ineffective most use of that horizontal democra-
cyve Vertical ollgarohv may feed upon the struggle for horizontal
democracyl)

L

2« HOT 1iUCH DEMOCRACY?

There is a long-standing difference among revolutionists on
this point. Some feel tlat the political dice must be 1oaded"
in favor of the »nroletariat, just as they have been heretofore
loaded in faveor of other ruling classes. Some go much farther, in
that they would load the dice in favor of the vanguard, as com-
pared with the broad proletarian masses. This attitude has been
observed in the unions, where those who ask for extreme democrate
ic sanctions against '"had” ou“eaucraCLes consider that “anything
goes" for the continuance in power of a "militant" (i.e., favor=-
able) leadership. W¥hat strength (if any) these attitudes repre-




=10

sent in the ISL is at present unknecwn, but discussion should
clarify the point. (The writer believes such an attitude to be
dangerous and unworthy of a revolutionist, holding that the optimum
condition for the construction of sccialism depends upon prompt
establishment, by the revclutionary forces, of complete democracy,)

35« THE PROBLEM OF PLANNING

- The structural conception of a workers! state cannot be se-
pcrated from the conception of planning, for the form of any na-
tionwide plan is denendent uvnon the gensral social structure.

28 soclalism without plauning is unthinkable, a general concep-
tion of planning must be accepted before judmuent of a state
structure is meaningful. 1In an abstract sense, this is one
field in vwhich we cannot afford to ‘play by ear,"

The proponents of the "“loaded dice" sort of workers! rule
are Inclined to think of planning as a function of top comiittees,
taking the form of directives handed down to the masses wWho are
to carry them out in a disciplined and trustfully enthusiastic
manner. Such planning requires long-term continuity in office
of the planners, and therefore cannot rely upon the insecure
tenure of democracy.

Those who oppose the loaded dice conception are apt to hold
that the major part of socialist planning rust be accomplished
early, by the establishment of a demccratic sccial structure
having tendencies (so-called "laws of motion") in accord with the
necds of socialist developnent,

The differences might be octherwise stated: the first con-
ception depends upon urging, coercing and/or attracting citizens
into desired lines of activity; the second upon society being
so constrieted that the rational consideration of alternatives
will attract individuals and organizations toward activities
favorable to sociallst development - state intervention being

N

limited to emergencies and/or structural changes to modify ten-
déncies that may have been originally misjudged.

Both conceptions are shated here in extreme form. it is un-
likely that either extreme will actually occur - unless & loss
~of democracy should give the Ifirst its most malignant, totalitari-
an, content. The fact that any actual revolution must result in
something 1n between does not eliminate the necessity %o choose, p
if we intend rational consideration of the problem of the struce s

ture of workers! power,
\ 4, AUTONOMY

Closely allied to, and dependent upon, the conception of
planning is the problem of autonomy (both degree and kind) of
organizations contained within that being considered. It should )
be clear that i1f planning stresses directives from top committees, {
Little autonomy can be granted to such organizations; but if ’ ’
planning stresses a social structure with tendencies toward ba-
lanced, increased and finally communist production, considerable
autonomy 1is feasible,




5. LEGISLATIVE-EXECUTLVE RELATIONS

The relationship between legislative and constitutional
erecutive functions within organizations wmust be considered,
(The word "executive" must be qualified because of the tendency
of executive functions to pass inte the hands of bureaucratic
machines, within which both legislators and executives find
Liremselves increasingly - though perhaps comfortably - imprisoned,
‘he problem of control and/or elimination of these bureaucratic
growths must be considered separately.) This legislative~execu~
tive relationship, within democratic organizations, presents it-
self in three general forms, The traditional Marxist formila=-
tlon, involving the fusion of legislative and executive func-
tions, i1s ambiguous. Either (a) or (b) (below) may be inter-
preted as satisfying it. The general forms are as follows:

a) executive and legislative bodies are coextensive;

b) the executive is a legislative committee selected in
such a manner that 1t represents a majority within the
legislature, and responsible to that legislature; and

c) the legislative and executive bodies are separately
elected, so that neither is responsible to the other,

6s NECESSITY FOR A STRCONG, UNIFIED EXECUTIVE

Democracy is not the purpose of social organization, but
rather the only effective mcans by which social organization may
be fitted to the needs and purposes of the individuals that come
pose it. If the democratic farms of any organization are such
as to render decision and/or action impossible or dilatory,
there will be 2 tendency within the rankeand-file to revolt
against its own peculiar mechanisms of control, Such a revolt
might lead to new and more effective democratic forms, but it
coculd as readily lead back to familiar forms of the past - or
even, through popularization of the "leadership principle,”
toward bureaucratic collectivisme, In lieu of such revolt, ranke
and-file passivity must develop; whereupon the executive will
be forced to foster bureaucracy in order to overcome its own
weaknessy (Note: The word "revolt', as used in this paragraph,
does not necessarily signify "insurrection.") We are raced by
the problem: how can the maximum of democracy be reconciled with
the maximum of executive effectiveness?

R

7e COMPCSITION CF LEGISLATIVE BODIES .

The "ideal legislative body" would be such that, no matter
what question arose within it, the attitudes of its members would
represent proportionately the attitudes that would be displayed
by the total electorate were they equally well informed., Such
an "ideal legislative body" is manifestly impossible, unless the
electorate shares a common monomania, Interests - indeecd, very
important and basic inbercsts - are so criss-crossed that no
rnatter which of them is preportionately represented in the legis-
lative body some other, almost as important, will thereby be .
denied such proportional representation. The rational establishe '
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ment of a legislative body demands prior decision on the relative
1mportance of various conflicts, and the selection of repr eoenta-
tives in a manner that will form an “ideal legislative body to

a degree directly proportional to the relative importance of
auestions under consideration.

By "rational establishment of a legislative body" 1s meant
the an'tl otion of a new sort of legislative body. During times
- i colitical peace, when s001ety is not split by burn-
ing iSf“%dv covasrnmental forms are not initiated, In democratic
sions, such peace indicates an absence of W1despreaa dis~
satisfaation with the stratification of interests implicit in
the eristing representational forms. However, such a situation
cannot be permanent. Sconer or later some question, to the demo-
cratic resolution of which the legislative forms are ill-adapted,
ssummes augmented importance. In direct proportion to the im-
portance and persistence of this question society finds itself
polarized by a fundamental and apparently inescapable conflict
of interests, which gives birth tc movements with programs ine-
tended to resolve the conflict. Fach such program implies,
among other things, a stratification of interests in terms of
importance with reference to the current conflicti which In
turn implies the constitution of governmental forms that will
reflect interests in the manner implicit in that stratification,

The composition of a democratic legislative body depends
directly upon the manner in which the rank-and-file is organized
for electoral purposes. Therefore every political program en-
tails, at least implicitly, a prePerence as to the electoral
organization of the electorafe., This is inescapable. .ithout
it no fundamental political change can be instituted} Yet the
very success of such a transformation usually gives rise to new
conflicts the solutions of which are 1ncompat1b1e with the new
electoral forms,.

The fundamental political aim of Marxists has always been
the establishment of representational forms adapted to the demo-
cratic solution of the problem of capitalist oligarchy, DBut
this is not enough. After such forms have been achieved, the
problem of capitalist oligarchy will nct only be solved, but
will dlsappear. Unless the founders of the new‘repfeoentation-

al forms considered problems far beyond the final end of capitale-
ism, our descendants are apt to find themselves In a new politic-
al straitjacket, demanding another revolution in its turn. And
yet it would be Jjust as bad fer us to decide which post-capital-

*st problems will be important, and devise representational forms
pted to them., That would involve the most precarious sort
of kitchen-recipes of the futures" Ve can, kWowever, consider
means for meking electoral organization flexible, so that the
basls of representation may vary as the problems vary. It is
tovard this end that ocur thoughts must be directed,

8e CONTINUITY OF PROPORTIONAL REPRESENTATION

There are two traditional answers to this problem: (1) fre-
guent elections; and, (2) recall elections., Both are time-
and effort-consuming. A great deal of thecught should be given to
the problem of removing these drawbacks,

"/'-“\\




9¢ DIRECT LEGISLATION

The functions performed by the initiative and referendum are
~essential to any real democracy. As used in bourgeois society,
however, they are so hedged about with restrictions and tincw
consuming mechanisms that their use is feasible only when the
clectorate 1s at the bolling-point, Instead of effective politicw
~al instruments, they serve as safety-valves - which is exactly
what they are intended to be. In view of this, it seems necesw
sary to find methods for making them facile rank-and-file instru-
ments, or seek other wmeans that will serve their purpose better,

10. PROBLEN OF "POLITICAL CASTEY

There are five important aspects to the prevention of politica
al castes, as followss

minimum financial benefits accruing to officeholders;

'

minimum power to reward or penalize, in any manner,
sections of the electorate because of political onposi=
tiong

minimum secrecy in governmental affairs;

rapld interchange of personnel between ranke-and-file
and higher political bodies; and,

barrowing of the sap between the education and skills
required for office and the average of education and
relevant skills within the electorate.

11, FORMS OF BUREAUCRACY

Bureaucracy is one of the phenomena that arise from the divi-
sion of labor that characterizes our society as a whole, Speci-
fically, political bureaucracy is a crystallized form of political
division of labor, ("Political™ is S0 used &8 to &pply to tHe arle
fairs of any organization, not merely to the autenomous areas we
call nations, states, cities, etc.) Political bureaucracy is
bost analyzed in terms of three components, here termed vertical,
horizontal and appendical, ”

VERT ICAL BURFAUCRACY, almost invariably present in past and
present, democratic or=anizations, is based upon the ‘‘leader-
follower" division of labor. In newly formed organizations there
may be an "accidental' leadership, compos ed of persons 1little
better or worse equipped than the average. A period in office,
however, gives skills that dirfferentiate one from the ranit-~ande
file; Dby far the most important of these, for the maintenance
of leadership, being literary and orateorical - cajolery being a
vonderful adjunct to (or froguently, "substitute for') achievement.,

Vertical bureaucracy is dependent upon vertical stratifica-
tion. If the orpanization 1s large there is the top oificialdom,
various strata of intermediate officialdom, and the lower officiale
dom, Beneath the lower officialdom there is what may be termed
the "bureaucratic periphery;" that part of the rankeand-file with
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tles of one sort or other to the bureaucracy, so that they act as
the constant "flocr support” and "ward heslers" for the incum-
bents, #s a necessary basis for continuity in office this bu-
rcauo°ﬁtic periphery must be maintained and, if possible, ertended.
This 1s frequently accomplished through "bureaucratic friendli-
nﬂss " appointment to COWflt ces that give the feeling of being
“in on things," and by makin-~ it clear that it is from arong them
that vacant posts are apt to be fillede.

HORIZONTAL RURWAUCRACY depends upon the fact that only the
simplest of organizations have leadership describable solely in
terms of the vertical comnonent. Division of labor simwly on
the basis of "who leads whom" is incomplete. Leadership without
purpose is futile and, the world being complex as it is, the pur=-
poses of a 1eadersn1p are apt to be many in number and varied in

types The result is a horizontal division of labor within each
stratum of the leadership. i'ithout such a division only the simp-
lest and most localized of or:anizations could operate with any
efficiencya ‘

If the organlization is =o situated that it cannot maintain a
large paid staff, the various divisions of labeor are usually
assigned to 1nd1v1duals or subcommittees within the elected
1Padersh1p. This involves a basic change in electoral problems,
The electorate must net choose their leaders on the basis of pro-
gram and genec ral ability alone. For at least a part of the leade
dership it is desirable that individuals with detailed exlperience
be selected - and whence does such experience usually come? From
hav%dg served before in the ildentical post] One or two terms

way change an ordinary member into an apparently "irreplaceable
czpert,” To the degree that this tendency operates, the vhole
(or at least the fuanctionally dominant oore) of the leadership
tends to become S€1¢—pe“p97uaflnb. 1t is evident that horizontal
burecaucracy strengthens the vertical bureaucracy defined previoushye

Vhen a legislative body divides itself into permanents
cormilttees for consideration of different types of prrposzed legise
lation, etc., the basis is laid for a variant of horizoptal bureau-
cracy which might be termed "legislative-committee bureaucracy,

APPENDICAL BUREAUCRACY represents the next step in bureau-
atic development. In organizations facing more complex prob-
18, and enjoying greater resources, we find an even finer divi-
n of labor., The mers division of the leadership alon; funce

nal lines 1s insufficient to cope with the needs of the organie
ion. Democratic processes, as so far ccnceived, are poorly
lapted to the selection of individuals with the specific knowe
ge and ablilities necessary for handling ﬂLthJ specialized
blems. The result is the appointment and/or } hiring of skilled
tividuals or groups of individuals. These, as well as the
fice staff, etc., form the APPRNDICAL BURFAUCRACY - a funce-

nal 1achine composed of specialists inaccessi>le to the direct
trol of the rank-and-rile, N
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To 2 considerable degree, the slected leadership tends it-
self to Dbecome a victim of oUCh a development. ‘hat is a-legis-
lative body, selected on a bhasis of campaigning ability, to do
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when faced with the con51uorbawop1nlons of §p601a113t59"Unless
there are »rincipled obgectlons they can only accept and imple-
ment such reports., To the degree that such a non-eclective staff
grows, and its various segments develop mechanisms of comrunica-
tion and cooperation, it beccmes an impersonal machine with pe-
culiar interests and "laws of motion" upon which the orzanization
becomes increasingly dependent; .so that its peculilarities become
the dominant factors in organizational policy.

There 1is no intention to present these classifications as
crming an exhaustive list, - Not only 1s sach of them capable of
almost infinite subclassification, but there may be baroqucratlc
forms alien to any one, or any combination, of them, Until
soneone proposes a better list, however, this will have to serve
as a basis for our analysis.

Few democratic organlzdtlons display any one of these demo-
cratic forms unmixed with the others. The type of mixture to
be initially expected is dependent upon the skeletal (i,e., con-
stitutional) structure of the organization., The nature of such
dependence may be readily seen by re- reading tn@ list of leglsla-
twve~execut1Ve relations in section 5,

12, POLLITICAL PARTIES

For the purposes of this sectlon, a pOllthdl parsy! shall
be defined as "any =roup of members of an organlyatlon wno, agree=
ing upon a program for that organization, have or anized theme
selves for the purpose of »nromeoting that program."” This defini-
tion gives caucuses, etc,, the status of political parties within
their respective organizations, :

There are many ways of classifying political parties, From
the standpoint of this discussion four of these are inportant:
(a) attitude toward bureaucracy; (b) program of action;

(c) group appeal; and, (d) group actually served.

_ (a) There are five general attitudes toward bureaucracy,
ilrst, there is the maintenance of the bureaucratic status quo,
becond there 1s the strenzthening of existing bureaucratic powers,
Third, there is the wealening of bureaucratic powers, Fourth,
there is the transformation of the bureaucracy. Fifth, there 1is
the elimination of bureaucracy in general,

(b) From the. standpoint of this discussion, programs of
action may be considered in two lights: First, to what degree
w7i1ll success transform the 1nterna1 and/or eAternal relatlons
of the organization? becond how rapidly is the program intended
to be put into effect? ‘ '

(¢) BEBvery pOlltlcal party purports to represent the actual
interests of some section of the OLganlzﬁtlon, and may be classie
fied in terms of the groups they purport to serve. (&s a specilal
cage, this includes those perties which purport te serve the ac-
tual interests of all members of the organization.)

-

(d) Political programs may be classified in terms of the




groups whose interests would be actually served. ©Such a classifica-
tion is necessarily hypothetical and debatable, depending as i
it does upon the political convictions of the classifier, ' \
(There are two possible special cases - the program which will:

serve no one, and the program that will, in the long run, serve
everybody.)

i

The consideration of political parties provides a necessary
corrective to the previous. sectiony in which bureaucracy was de=-
fined in a more or less static manner., From a study of a relaw
tively undisturbed bureaucracy in power, it is expanded to a study
of bureaucracy in process,. For such a study, involving as it
does the structural and /or personnel chﬂnoes in bureauo“acy,
party organizations must clearly be ruburded as part of the bu=- W
reaucratic structure of the organizetion as a whole, (It iIs well
to note that our definition of "politioal party" would apply to
sections of the bureaucracy striving, within the confines of 6
that bureaucracy, for changes in the bureaucratic activitiles
and/or structure.)

The importance of considering parties as part of the bureau=-
cratic structure of organizations becomes evident 1n the follow-
ing sections on bureaucracy.

13, . BUREAUCRATIC CCNSERVATISM

N

Bureaucratic conservatism may be defined as the tendency of
any bureaucracy, rezarded as an organizational whole, to organi-
zatiocnal or programmatic caanges from the status quo, For

thorough understanding it is necessary to subdivide bureaucratic
conservatism into three prilor concepts: conservation of bureauw
cratic personnel, bureaucratic structural conservatlsm and
maintenance of milieu,. ‘ v I

(a) Conservation of Personnel

With few exceptions, individual bureaucrats seek to maintain
themselves as such for as long a time &as posuible. From this
standpoint all burcaucrats have an interest in common, There is
a tendency for bureaucrats in power to develop a consciousness of ¥
group interests, Such a situation involving the removal of any
oureauorat presents an impllcit threat to all bureaucrats, there
'is a basic tendency within bureaucracies to 0 protect themselves
as an organized whole,

This tendency shows itself in two different ways, In the
political bureaucracy (vertical or horizontal) its primary expres=
sion 1is political, as described previously in connection with
vertical bureaucracy. In the appendical bureaucraoy its primary
expression is lesal, in terms of "tenure" or "civil service' le-
gislation, Nelther of these expressions, however, occur unmixed,
Just as the appendical burcaucracy seeks to perpetuate the
political bureaucracy with which it feels safest, so 1s there a
tendency for the political bureaucracy to seek means for the N
lecalization of political tenure - a tendency toward dictatorship
implicit in all bureaucracy-prone democracies.

A
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The tendency described in the two previous paragraphs must

be modified, however, when the bureaucracy is divided by Dbasic

; political differences., Whether or not they represent organized
political parties, each faction will strive for its own crxtension
at the expense of the other, as only in that manner can selfe
perpvetuation be assured. In the case of a coalition bureaucracy
(i.e., if the contending factions represent political parties)
the same tendency operates, excepting that the final gecal is to
make the general organizatlonal bureaucracy subse rv1ent to the
party burecaucracy.

It is fa11a01ous to condemn such conservative tendencles on
a purely moral basis. It 1s not necessarily true that bureau-
crats are mouivatod by a selfish desire for "power, prcstige and
¢ nrivileges." Cohsciously, at least, many bureaucrats are motivat-
ed by desire to serve soclety. Among the most dangerous bureau=
crats are those who consider themselves irreplaceable on grounds
of either 1ldeology or efficiency.

o , (b) Structural Conservatism

fach bureaucracy is based upon a particular division of
labor, and has a structure peculiarly adapted to that divislon
of labor, In. direct proportion te its duration and the stability
of its personnel, there is a tendency to resist any structural
change. Amonc the causesg of this tendency we may ccnsider habit-
patterns, channels“ and conservation of personnel.
. In the case of vertical hureaucracy, the aim is tihe pre-
servation of the electoral structure (and of the relations be-
5 tween partles) that brought it to power. This is bolstered by
» - tradition in the rank-and-file and by the strengthening of the
bureauvcratic periphery.

With horizontal (and, even more, appendical) bureaucracy
another factor is added - the tendency toward crystallization of
relations within the bureauoracy. Originally adapted or adapte
able to the complex problems faced by the organization, the de-
mand for efficiency leads toward a rixed formallty of “elations

. se that work may be carried out more or less mechanicallye
#gsuming that there are a number of ways to do almost anything,
cach structure determines & unique group of "most efficient”

¢ wvays, peculiar to that structure., In accordance with well estab=-

lished laws of habit formation, such "most efficient" ways become,
for those habituated to the structure, the "natural" ways to
accomplish things. It is a short way around the circle to the
original point; the structure, however haphazardly it may ori=-
ginally have taken shape, bocomes the "natural' otructure, in

that it is uniquely determined by the "natural ways" of doing
things,

In a changing world, however, it is impossible for a bureau-
. cracy to exist without some internal change. Structural conservae
! tism tends to give such change a plecemeal character, :lere com=
plete reorganization to take place &t one fell swoop, there would
. be a temporary loosening  (unless extreme repressive msasures are
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resorted to) of both heirarchical and extra-burecaucratic controls -

and the reestablishment of such controls might prove diifficult,
Thus 1t might be sald that structural conservatism causes any
program for bureaucratic self-transformation to tend toward
‘ebilan methods,

Before any structural change is carried out, hownver, the
attempt will be made to obviate it by accretional change. UWhen
it is possible to handle a problem by establishing a new bureau,
or by expanding an already established one, it will almost ine
variably be done; permitting the customary internal relations
to continue basically undisturbeds

(¢) Maintenance of Milileu

insofar as bureaucracy is based upon a division of €unction
required by the complex problems of the organization as & whole,
any profound and rapid changes in the inbternal relations of the
organization are apt to demand similar -chi#rigcs in the bureaucratic
structure, As such exterior changes are contrary to thelr inter-
ests, burecaucrats strive to prevent their occurrence. Great ener-
gy may be displayed by a bureaucracy to enforce a constant milieu,
in order that 1t may remain internally undisturbed.

_ At times the tendency toward rapid change in the milieu 1is
beyond the control of the bureaucracy. At such times (after a
period of emulating the filctitious ostrich by refusing to recog-
nize the change) i1t finds itself unable to function effectively.
If it is unable to transform itself in answer to the new situa-

tion, either it is replaced or the organization follows the
path described in the previous section entitled NECESSITY FOR
L STRONG, UNIFIED EXECUTIVE," -

(d) Dynamic Conservatism

If a bureaucracy is established and its structure becomes
stable during a period of rapid change of milieu, in which
change the bureaucracy must play an important role, the struc-
ture will be marked by dynamic relations. The dominant charac-
teristic of s=uch a bureaucracy is the possession of orsans which
dre functionless apart from intervention in the struggles that
cause change in the milieu, and whose functions involve control,
rather than suppression, of such change.

Here we have a different sort of conservatism, "dynamic
conservatism.," The internal relations of the burcaueracy are
such as to stimulate a controlled change. Like any other
bureaucracy, this type seeks to preserve its particular internal
relations. As a result, when there ds no onflict of the sort to
which it is adapted, it must stir them up.

The particular internal relations, however, determine the
particular sorts of control of which the bureaucracy is capable,
iith respect to problems to the solution of which it is not
adapted, the dynamic bureaucracy is apt to act as would any other.

Finally, dynamic bureaucracy tends toward totalitarianism,

e e R
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in that the field into which it intervenes must constantly eXm
pand, or it loses its function and wmust fall by the wayside.

It must be held in mind that the above are to be regarded
as. mutually exclusive categories. Every bureaucracy of importance
struggles between conservation of personnel and structural con-
servatism, as well as between dynamic and static aspectsa

14, BUREAUCRATIC EXPANSIONISM

There are two fundamental causes for the bureaucratic drive
toward expansion of "the apparatus,” The first is increased
‘control (whether dynamic or static) of the milieus The second is
the need of a bureaucratic periphery. Such a periphery depends
in part upon the ability of the bureaucracy to reward its follow-
ers with posts. The more the posts, the more rewards; <the more
revards, the more attractive the periphery, Expansionism, there-
fore, is at least an aim of any bureaucracy that is not complete-
1y moribund,

Expansion in terms of posts, however, does not mean wider
distribution of power, On the contrary, it tends to accompany,
and even accelerate, the concentration of decisive power into
fewer and fewer handse. ‘

15, THE TASK VWE FACE

Our fundamental task is the determination of.possible and
plausible social forms for workers'! power which willl avoid the
Scylla of bureaucratism and the Charibdis of counter-rcvolutions
The various sections of this paper are intended merely as indicae
tions of problems to be studled,

i # A
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MORE AROUT STALINISM, CAPITA LISM AND. VAR

By Susan Green (llew Yorli)

On Procedu®s

£5 the last Jorkers Party convention, Comrade Lraper, report-

er for the National Committes on the international resolutlon,
devolted more than half his Hime to an attack on my discussion er-
ticle which appeared in Convention Bulletin No, 6, January 14,
1249 It is, on second thouzght, more accurate to say that he at-
tacced what he pretended to be my article rather than what I actu=-
11y wrote, This profuse atlention to what wes merely & dlscus-

slon qrtlcle,nm a minority resolution, came clear out of the blue,
net because I did not \Vpect ny political views to Dbe discussed -
on the contrary, I hopsd they would, Hovwever, I did nog expect
that they would become the main Issue under This part o5 one ,_agenda
Jithout wy being laformed of 8 Wuovrmo.~ anc. without oo oelng
ETi6.  Ls 1T vas, . was colplotely unprepared, had to asic the
T ention to rrant me at loast fifteen or twenty inadecuate
ninutes, and was amezed thet the granting of time was far from unan-
imous,

a
itb

Comrade Drapsr and the comrades who made up the convention
agenda did not intend to be undemocratic. DBut the fact -quo they
did not think of the nscessity to inferm me beforehand of the plan
50 use my article as the main target, and to ask me 1if I wanted
tizre to re;ly, indieated that the instinet for democratic falr
play was not functioning.

The above is called to the attenticn of the membership not
to gnaw on a bone but simply that this sort of procedure may not
occur again,

“that 1 Wirote and ‘hat Was Read Inbto_ It

Lbove I state that grmrade Draper did not attaclk vhat I virote
0

but what he pretended I wrote. This suited his case, though it
did not further the u;scussiou one icta. I male a plea for disSe
cusdion of issues ralsed instead of what bells down to name~call-
Inze

[

ng an eyelash, Comrade Draper
R war, that I am FOR the subjugae
an imperialil - oh, vell, if I

r instance, without batt
ip and said thet I am FOR
" western Durope To

..»

"o
e

actually say it, I ¢ it, But Jhau I Ptualﬁy mcant,
anc said in Wy ar 28

4ould weou support the &rmament DI Og
nport the subjugation of the vie
countries by the sed States as part of tbe mil
program? Thesc ¢ ns are foblish. e Social
not advecating wear, > sre not pr sparlng for war. e do

not cease acting as Scciallsts on a Socialist program. 'e
have 2 progrem of domestlc demands. ‘e pursue the struggle

ram now?

Jou1d vOd St

<

¢
¢
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- for an independent lahor varty. We call for workers!
government with workers! comrol of industry. ‘e push for
the utmost extension of democracy. e fight for full na-
tional independence for small nations, Ve support every
independent action oi the working class, e condenn the
W“ste of wealth and life in war. /e expose both imnerial-
ist camps. Ve propasate the world socialist revolution e
the Third Camp - as the alternative for world war. This
we conbtinue to do, now as always,"

This quoted paragraph refers to the present pre~war period,
L8 to a possible Socialist stand vhen Vorld Var III actually comes,
my previous article 1s equally clear:

"If war breaks out in the immediate future and if we should

b decide that the infterests of the working class, of the re-
S ‘ velutionary movement and of humanity, would be served bet-

: ter by a victory of the h:ourgois governments over the
Stalinist police state, we still do not cease bel g S0-
cialists. e do not surr@nuer cur political intezritye.

‘e distinguish ourselves from the western imperialist govern-
ments in every possi- le way. e explain how our position
differs frow theirs. VYWe Tight @vewy effort to subjugate
small nations. We oppose every attempt at home to regiment
the people and to imposs police measures, ‘e ally our-
selves with every insurrectionary effort of the pcoples on
both sides of the iron curtain. Abrove all, if the alignment
of social forces changes during the war, so that a change

of pesition by Socialists becomes the order of the davy,

Ve would make that change -~ even as larx and Engels did in
the Franco-Prussian Yar when the insurrection of the Paris
communards alteﬂed the whole picture,’

In other words, I said *“au even if a Socialist should stand
for the military victory of the bourgeois democratic west against
the Stalinist totalitarian anb’ the ClaSS struggle must not be
abandoned, Hut on the contrary every opportunity to further it
must be takrn. Now it seems to_me that, instead of callins "social
patriot,“ a loval opponent would nave tO prove that such & 0081t10n,

4 nqnely, maintaining the distinctive Socialist ocharacter hhlle give-

vn” critical Hilltary supporc Lo bourgeols democracy, 1s untenable ,
Such p;oof N0 0DpoNeNt Nas Zilvens
fhere is ne denying that such a task is very difficult under
var conditions. But so is every alliance with one devil %o fight
vorse one, difficult, 3%ill, the Bolsheviks united with Kerene
Iy acainst Korniloff, The revelutionists fought with the Span-
h loyalists a~ainst Franco., Trotskty stated he would have joined
ith the devil himself « oxr w Ch hvs gra ndmobher - to defeaz Hit=
ler. 1 know, I know, these are
imperialist wars - at lsast thi
spi
1) 'S

s 1s how we are SupDOs 1 to evalu-
te of doubts., Te¢ this point I will

ate all these struggles, in

» return later, To be noted h is that there are ways of distine
* gulshing oneself from an enei:y With whom there is a temporary and
partial alliance azainst a 0780 enemy .

As a metter of fact, I cennot see why, supposing the ISL
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should favor western victory in World ar ITI, LABOR ACTION could
not carry on substantially the same kind of oropaganda as during
Jorld Var II. The issues of now-strike pledge, of wage ceilings,
of cest of living, would have to be handled similarly. ‘lar pro-
fits and war scandals would be ezposed, Infringements on civil
liberties would be fought, On the matter of strikes, while we
veuld not be in favor of strikes to cripple the government - which
ils accepted by all of us - we would baclk up strikers rebelling
against the ineq ities they were suffering in the name of natione
al security. <In such strikes we would put the onus of responsi-
51lity on the eapitalists and on the government. All of this, of
ccurse, supposes that we would not be suppressed - always a
possibility.

On Iy Quoting Marx and Engels

Before going on to make some comments on Comrade Shachtmanls h
arsuments on the question of war in his reply to Erber, I want to
take up briefly the quotations from Marx and Engels in my former
article,

This material was used for no other reasen than this; To
incicate that consideration of how the victory of one side or the
other in an Impending war vould atffect the working class and the
revolutionary wmovement, 18 noL UNKnown in olassical Mar:ism. I
thourht calling attention o thils fact might forestall tho Iam.
clle epithet "social patriotism” and might lead to arguing the
points raised. I was mistaken. I made it as plain as tolerably
gcod English could make it that I.was fully aware of the differ-
ence in historic era and that I was neither approving nor disap-
prcving the conclusions of these men - in fact, some of their
language has a chauvinistic ring to my ears, Still, one ccmrade
after another rose at the convention to prove, assuming that I
didn't have the brains I was horn with, that Marx and Engels lived
‘n a different era. Consequently, whatever Marx and Engels may
have thought about the wars of their period, my views were still
an example of classical social patriotisn,

I refer tc the fate of these quotations I used as a basis .
for esking for a more honsst attempt to understand what a ccmrade ‘
is driving at - at least to read what is written.

Scrie Points Comrade Shachtman Missed

Now, in turning my attention to Comrade Shachtman'!s answer to
ber!s position on World “ar III, L mst first definitely disw
cciate myself from Erber. I have not worked out my position
1 him, and there are probably major differences betwveen us, which
1ld come out if I had a discussion with him. Also, of course,
efer only to his stand on the war and not %o his twe other

oints, namely, the Russian Revolution and the nature of the State
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Furthermore, in using Comrade Shachtman's arguments against
Erber's war position, I am taking then as they have general applica
tion to the subject - not merely to Erber. I am also divesting
Comrade Shachtman's arguments of the over-thick coating of « shall
I say mildly - quips in which he saw fit to clothe such a serious

N
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with Comrade Shachtmants omisszions,

'Hny should not Socialists try to evaluate the effect on the

worzing class and the revolutlonary movewment of the victory of
onc side or the cther in Torld War III? It is incontestable that
the victory of Stalinism will e followed by the cemplete suppres-
sicn and enslavement cof the werking class all over the world and
b7 the 1iquidation of the revolutionary movements in true Stalinist
fashion. ither our wovement has been wreng in its evaluation of
§§alinisn, or by this nvaluetwmn e rust 21l agree to tne “above
cated eifect of the victory o? Stalinism. To fece this u”ly fact
t ...
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ot const tute tulnz1n~ L thelr terrified belliss' = nor
feeling any "pistol in the I~ their neck in the fori Of
ldeologica 1 corruption,”

It is the official policy cf the ISL to so interpret infringe-
.of liberties in this country as to malte 1t appear that
will not be much QLL;ﬂﬂuace between the liberties o
e under a warring and p st=war bourgecils democracy ond those
h?) under 3% salinisn., hig is a pO””lOlllLy, in tho zenéral
that anything is poss Ldl but 1t is not 2 probabllity,
is a far crv between an or ganlzed working class functioning
me restrictions, a Socialist movement operating with some
ulty, and the lack of all independent working class life
e ligquidation of all owcosition under otallnlsm. That's the
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it seems to_me vie have Ho adni o lesser evil, or Gtake the
u1c1ual view of the ©~talinists tow
o
1
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ts iy a Hitler VlCuO”V in Lermany.
ve airord to indulge 1 fornalistic rightecucncss which in
,GLLCCt sayss After utali.isn Will come our turn,.

The third alternative 1s the Third Camp, but this can be a
reclistic alternative only if Defore tho ocusbreak of the war the
Third Camp idea has gained some ground both ideologically and ore-
ranizationally in the form of definite groupings capable of giving
loadershlip tc the masses, DBefore World Jar I and before Jorld
Jar LI - at least that is the ray we estimated the latter situaw

/\f-

tlon. - there were such groupings. fter Jorld Var IL and now,
everyone agrees that 5he se sroups have been dissolved, that hardly
anything is left of them, %that the »ull towards one imperialist
camp or the other is pred0ﬁ1ncnb, that the process of Torming re-
voelutionary centers again begins almost from scratch. Our movement
has alvays held that leadsrship is of pivotal importance; there-
fore my contention that the determinant of Socialist policy for
world Yar III is success or failure in propagating the idca of

the Trird Camp and in organizing cadres %o carry ocut this idea,

This is no arcunent for not spreading the Thl“@upQMO 1dea-_ on

Bt Paginis. 24

the antwarv it _is & call To_vork ab it overtime. The harder we
weorll 2t 1t and Uhe lenger the pre-wvar period, the better scem ©o
be the chances for the grewth of Third Caﬂp nuclel, upon vhica

would depend tne SUCCeSSTUL fruition of any pecplels antw-war




erugyions.

But suppose there is no such revival of international so-
cialism, suppose as we evaluate the peclitical tenor and volitical
roupings we do not see guiTicient development along the lines we
hed hoped, to make any impression at all on the war situation,
vhat then? Do we still say that the mili tary outcome 1ls a matter

C "ference to us, to the future of the working clags and of

Therefore, let us propa~ate the Socialist idea of the Third
Casp - but work at it. And as for a position on orld “ar iit,
that must depend on conditions when the viar cones,

A source of concern in everybody'!s mind, expressed 0r UNEXe
ssed, is that there is an iron cuptain effectively cutting off
veoples of the Stalinist orbit from the western world - ex-
for the radio progrems of the United States, Ingland and

aer western countfleo, which have, 1t is f@pOftod, conslcerable
mbers of listeners behind the iron curtain. But I refer not to
ne weapons of the cold war - though to some extent ve Socialists
¢ benefit by this cold war propasanda weapon., 1 have 1in mind
the 1nabllity of the Socialists of the western world to zebt toge-
ther or even to comunicate with kindred elements in Russia and
n castern Europe. There is no Socialist International, no So-
alist groupings to include all nations; while there is, s
~late, a very effective Stalinist Lnfﬁrnatlonal covering the
azlobe »

o

I

The former Socialist policy of revelutlonary defeatism was
based on the mutuality of this tactic not only asainst b
beth warring camps. The comunication and censultation betieen
th@ vanguards of the workers of the warring countries gave mutual
heln, courage and plan, However, already durznp Jorld Var 11, bee
cause of hoth the Nazi and Ut 11n¢ot tyvranny, +qere vas no inter-
naticnal reveolutionary movement - neither onen nor underzround,
though the underground included many nationalities. The Ger-
man people and the Russian beonle were effectively shut off from
revelutionary information and contact.

=

Today also, in this } re~orld-tiar-Ill period, there 1s prace-
alWy ne cormunication boSivoen the revelutionary STOUPS. o the
t and such aissident grouns as may exist behind the iTon CUr w
One st Lhere 010, (606 Lho. 55ark Erubh Lhet, V1l propas
Tor the Third Camp can ~o_on in the western countries, the
e
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fOr such propazenda is parrcl in the otalinist spler
not follow frcir this that revolubionisty throw their honds up
coanion L heir efforte Lo reach beyond tie iron curtas
211y since NoO £itUabion L8 ever StabicC,. BUL One LSS ©CCOANLZE
tThe international Consti 7uv — oI the revolutionary :ovement
been ruptured and never epulred. ‘
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NWeither Comrade Shachbman nor any one else gilves open recognie-
to this fact and no cne poses the problem,
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Onmission No, 3

"

Another gquestion that has never been satisfactorily answered

is this:

e

i

-

Uy ig it good Socialist nolicy to support bourgo ls democracy
inst totalitarianism in o civil war, as in Spain, and not
Socialist policy to support bourgeols democracy against Stal-

totalitariani S in an international war? ‘ihat nagic is s

in the words "inperialict war’ to make such a difi~rence? ]

civil war, the uOClull”t forces rnot being able to talie the
and dcminate the situatlion, unite with the Tesser and less im-
ate enemy a-zainst the orSe And more Auiedicte.  whye  for
vall For the survival of the working class as an ip_ppendent .

cical entify and for the gurviva, of the Sociallst forces as
olutlonarv enulty L Cif.LsL forces act so In a clvil

i

)

jasd

~

jo8

O PO m
3]

o
o ot

-
g

o et
e R N ¢

o

*3'}—1*5 fnfﬁv
< }QJ
ci }—Ja

i

ST oF e
¥

K/‘ ! g‘_‘: c i‘

(0]

{

Ci

g

[
.

O]
U
o]
5 ()

Tap vlthout SEeTiTicine Their 1laonbliov. No one will argue chat
Tor §0cialists Lo Laxe sidee 1in orld War ILL by glving critical
pilitery support will not croate zreat difficultie s, difficulties
in maintaining their Socialist identity and difficulties In main-
taining support of the class struggle. But the difficultles en-
tailed by a policy do not make it vwrong. On the contrary, the
challenge must be mete.

Some of Comrade Shachtman's Points - 1., The Resistance_ llovements.,

Comrade Shachtman explains that we steod for the Third Camp P
in “Jorld Yar II not because e considered the emergence of the ' f

Tuird Carm A gertainty, but a possibility. He points out that #
the Third Caup did emerge duv1n~ the war, "in the form of the i
undevcround national resistance movements in Furope.” “These i

movements," writes Comrade Zhachtman, "which were not 1mneﬂlallsts
Lifhtln“ other imperialists, but authentic revolutionery s truggles
of The neople against fascist and imperialist oppression - we did
not hGoltabe for one moment to glve our ardent and enthusilastic
SuUppoOrt o

Is this, I ask, an accurate picture of the resistance movements?
Letually, they were pro=-ally, - Lctually, ruch of their ac tiVitX
s connected with the mil '77 eitorts of the alllies, crinltely,
the Tesistance movements LOOK sides in the war, the side OL T he
ET1Tes A ainet Ticlor. Lol 1o mather what Ehe‘leadergb1£) cven
Totskyite, this would have nad v0 be so, for & reason thet (Comrade
srecntman doe s not deisn o Jention, There is such a thing as the
mlWluary TactoTr in & war, Tho.e 18 suchn a thing 2§ the GeClslVews
ness or a military x%ﬂ+o“y The unvavering braveory of the resiste
ance movemencs in civing sneilr help to the allied military efforts,
proved beyond a doubt.that they understood the Hitler heel would
he 1ifted from their necks only i1f the allles won the milltary
contesta

Would a Trotskyits leadership have agitated in the resistance
movement against the practical alliance between them and the
allied forces? Cer awnly not for longl The difference between 2
Trotskylte leadershin and the u061al Demooratlc plus Stalinist

leaders would lie elsewhere. £ Trotskylte leadership would try,




within these movements, to build strong revolutionary groupsy 1t

woula direct the eyes of the resistance movements to taking over

power once the war was over; 1t would have te work out 1ts politice

21 ¢istinctiveness from bebth the Social Democrats and the Stalin-

iste, while coordinating all parties in the limediate tesks of the

movenment. And, of course, a Trotskylte leadership would not uave

- acted as the tools of allied imperialism in disarming the resist-
ance movements after the war, as dild the Stalinists in porticular.

i Tretskylte leadership would have known when the alliance with

the 2ilies was over, It would have defended the right of the

poonle to arm themselves - and the right of the pecple o form

theln ovm revolutionary governments,

Therefore, we see in the resistance movements not the actual
5075 Of the Third Camp, rub still only the possihiiity of the
<f Tho Third Camp. DCGAUS6 Of the Militery facicr, GHLS

Thappened only afser the allied victory - with wroper

2. On Answerinsz the iorker

Cemrade Shachtman knows very well that no one in politics, not
even the numbskull he tries to male Erber appear, would be such a
moron as to say to 2 worker the ewm ivalent of: "Go away, dén't
bother us, we are not reculred to give a pledge of any PLH“. It s
an open question with us.” ‘enever it suits hinm, Comnauﬁ Shacht -
man can place voluntery limits on his understanding of ‘an opponentts
position as well as limits on his usually fertile mind,

If I, speaking for myself and not for Lrber, should vant to
make my position clear to a vorker, I would say something like
txl :

"I am and will be opposed to the third world war, It will be
an imperialist war on both sides. 1t will be a contest Tor the con=
cuest of the world between Russia and the United States, cven at
tihie cost of eb+“rminaulng nalf of the human race and vire 011ng
all civilized life. The ccmuon people must rebel against this war
and nust orzanize themselves for action under the banner of the

Thipd Camp asainst both lioscow and ‘fashingtoh, for peace. This 1s
the task now in this pre-war period, to rclly support for the
Third Camp, so that the peonle can give effective opposition to
the viar.

"If there has been no encouraging response to the appcal for
the Third Camp when war actually comes, I do not change iy opinion
of the war nor my aim for the °ae“geace cf the Third Camp to stop
he imperialists in their bloody tracks, However, not because I
chcose it but because history gives me nc choice, L will have to
favor a victerv of the westarn vpowers over Stalinism. For the
victorious Stalinist police state will abolish workers? unlons;
will end civil liberties which means the right to speak, to wrlte,
to neet; will stop all political activity; will send me and
fellow Socialists either to concentraticn camps or to death; will
rythlessly suppress all Soclalist and other independent working
class organizations, The Russian people will not be able to do a
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2 to check the enolavement of other working people because

37 are themselves slaves, .hile in the western countries the
pitalist rulers will meke every effort to curtall our rishts in
name of national security, if their interests reqgulre 1t, we

1 resist thelr efforts and prevent the imposition of a2 wolice
ate, because of the democratic rights which we have and which we
must struggle to maintain throughout the war, So with a victory
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of the western powers, if there is such a thing as civiliged life
left after an atomlc war, there may be a chance for the working
ncenle to continue thelr fight for betterment and for emancipation
from all ruling classes, There is, of course, always & possibility
of the workers t%ylno to end the war exactly by such revolutionary
aims; this we encourage and nelp along.

"We in this country would have to give certain types of sup-
port to the military efforts cof the United States. Needless to
say, we wWill be drafted into the armed forces and will fizht =
thils everyone does, except the conscientious obJeotors. 2ut that
7ill not prevent us from.try;n” to get the 1ldea across o the
scldlers in the Stalinist a?mles whenever opportunity presents
itself, for the Third Camp Forces rust come from both warring
caipse. - At home, because we favor the victory of the western powers,
e will not oppose the military budgets, but we will have scme-
thing to say about vho shouiu nay for them, as well as about demo=-

cr acr in the armed forces. e will further demand that all wap
profits be confiscated, tha* vworkers'! wages be not regimented,
that workers! rights of collective bargaining, of strike, of civil
liberties, be enforced,

""In other words, while ziving critical support to qg military
forts of the United States, we carry on, to_the best of our
a>llity, as oocialists tnowin 7 that in a2 war the temper of The

peoples can change and the Third Cenp 1068 Lako such hold of the
masses as to altcr‘fhe course of the war and of hisbtory,"

e
o

Such an explanation has nothing "dilletante and flannslmouth"
about it. Nopr does this explanation give assurance to the "ime
perlallsts or thelr adepts in the labor movement' that "He'!s one
of us already} Ve can count on him}" No more than Kerensly
could count on the Bolsheviks. Still speaking for myself, and not
for Zrber, the soclal program I outline is NO” "subordinat ed to
the needs of American 1mpe“1alism and its military program,"

for it never abandons the class struggle,

3. _The Military Budget.,

"Do we tell the American workers to fight for improvements in
their economic position and against deterioration of it, even
though this conflicts with the needs of the war-preparatlons bude

t, or do you tell them to make just a little sacri fice for the
military budget so that American imperialism is not weakened before
Stalinist imperialism?" asks Comrade Shachtman. Again, I don't
kmow about Erber, but if this question were directed at wme, I
vould consider it a gratuitous vulgarization of my pesition.. Of
course we tell the workers to fight for improvements and against
deterioration of their living condltlons. Yes, we "do try to
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arouse the workers acalnst the cold-blooded preparations for the

atom~bormb slaughter" beceause we are in this pre-war perlou hope

ing to bulld a Third Camp a-ainst the war. Again, it would be a

very wanton misconstruction to say that my position is ubat it

ig ean imperialist war, but one which I INTEND TO SUPPORT after 1t

breeks out.” I do NOT intend teo support the war at any point, I
1ly consider the possibility of favoring a western victory if .

the war breaks out without there having been some measure cf suc-

cess for the Third Camp, so that it may become an anti-war, revolu=

tionary rallying point,

The bourgeoisie would not admonish me, "If you really vant to
win the war, then quit playing with our preparatlons for itl’
They are astute enough to see that I am thinking in terms of ore
gcanlizing a peoples! force to make war impossible, a peoples! force
for peace., They are astute enough to see that my apvroach is to
workk for the Third Camp in this crucilal time before the actual
hot war breaks oute.

My interest in the war budget now is to compare its expendie
tures for war with the lack of nfoenalture for health, housing and
education, Iy interest in 1t now 1s to Lif% 1ts burden “ron Tt he
shoulders of the working pecple oy propacandizing a tax ran
O0pnosing the stiif pay-as-you=-go income tax, and advoca 1w~ n ghe
fToxes on profits and a1so corsain forms Of copital taxs in other
Ords, & leb=the =riCh-pay~iOr=tielr-viar t“x;grogram. e 1ISL
should, in fact, get busy &long Ghis Line e

4. _On Historic Relationships

In his section on the historic relationship between Stalinism
and capitalism, Comrade Shachtman engages in formalistic juxtaposi-
tions But I asks: What if capitalism is not ‘“the product of de-
cay of Stalinism, born out of its womb" - what if caplcallom is not
called upon to "“perform the necessary and indispensable task of
ridding man of the fetters of obsolete and dying Stalinism" - as
was the historic relation between capitalism and feudallsm? Neate
1y posing the historic relationship between capitalism and Staline
ism does not meet the point that today counter-revolutionary
Stalinism is a more iImmediate and more deadly menace to tThe sur-
vival of working class independence and of the Socialist movement
than 1s western capitalism. I amwm not interested, however, in the
survival of working class independence and of the Socialist move=
nent, so that the working class may perform its historic mission
of ending capitalism - and also Stalinism.

Comrade Shachtnan reiterates - of course correctly - that
Neither the decadent bourgeoisie nor the decadent ocial democrat- 5
ic parties have a social program, a political program, apable of
defeating Stalinism or even weakening it seriously." uu Wwho
talks about the SCOCIAL and PCLITICAL programs of capitalists and
of thelr supporters to defeat Stalinism? Indeed, only the revoluw ,
tlonary program of the working class has what i1t takes to defeat Y
Stalindism as a social and political system., But the £1y in the o
ointment is: What becomes of the revolutionary program oif the
working class 1f otalinism dominates the globe? Comrade Shachtman

i




sposes of "military programs” with an impatient gesture, but mili-
programs determine many lssues not only for tne 1nu:r_<Wiots

1so 1br the pecples - as witness the resistance movc“cnts of
Viar 11, .
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beclouding the issues of today to fall back on nHure
elationships. An instance in point is the bHelated revi-
ationalism when it has no historie business te do so.

: sm and Lben Stalinlsz turned back history and made nae
;nali 1 once more e burning issue, so Thet our group has seen

and properly so, teo support the nationallst novements - knowe-
full-well that INTERNATIONALISH should be the order of the day,
serically speaking The saving grace is that we do not subordine
> ourselves to natloaallsr but _use it as _a stepping stone to
zher things.
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The failure of the working class to overthrow cap
feund Soclalism betimes, hes produced some monstrous re
may be that orld dar ILI will come with the lnthfﬂutl
class still so disoriented frem its class interests and ¢
ithout adequate leadership %o gulde 11, that at least at the be=
~inning of the war it will follow one imperialist camp or the
ther, In that cese, while doing whatever 1s possible Zor The
ullding of a Third Canp, 1t will be necessary to support the vic-
O
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ry of the capitalist dem o¢'¢01es, as such a victory weould offer
me chance for the continulung de volopﬂent of the revolutilonary
coentialities of the workinz class. Here too the saving zrace
weuld be NOT to subordinate cneself to American imperialisii, as

Comrede Shachtman states Brber does, and as 1 would NOT do.,.
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1 Gonclusion
The crux of the difference between my position and the offi-
21 pesition of the ISL iu that the latter holds that opnosition
Jorld War ILL as imperialist on both sides and advocacy of the
15 Camp, preclude posulble support of the military cfforts of
apitalist democracies; whereas I hold that such opposition
such advocacy do not preclude this pocssibilityg,
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TERNATIONAL

NFORMAT

REVOLUT IONARY COMMUNIST PARTY (GREAT BRITAIN)

(e reprint below two interesting documents on the developuments in
Great Britain, both coming out of the Revolutionary Cormunist Party
(RCP, sometimes referred to as the Haston group), which 1is an offl=-
cial section of the Fourth Intsrnational. The first is tThe propos =
al by leading members of the RCP in favor of dissolving the “party"
and entering the Labour Party. The second is the reply of the
Political Bureau of the RCP to a critical letter from the Interna-
tional Secretariat of the Fourth International, (Unfortunately,
the comrade who sent us the two documents did not forward the IS
letter, which explains its non-appearance in this Bulletin. Its
text must therefore be surmised from the reply by the Political Bue
real. )

{The proposal that the members of the RCP enter the Labour Party is
of all the gréater interest because 1t is sponsored by comrades who,
up to recently, vigorously resisted this course, even though it
vias advocated, in one form or another, by the IS and by a minority
group inside the RCP which split off from the latter to enter the
TLabour Party a little over a year ago, It marks the abandonment of
at least one of self-frustrating sectarian conceptions that still
plague the so-called Trotskyist movement, which not only calls it
~self a "party" in a number of countries but tries, with calamitous
results, to act like one, The adoption of the new proposal by the
RCP would open the possibility of making up for the valuable time
lost in waiting so long before taking the clearly indicated step of
joining the Labour Party in whose ranks every Marxist and sociallst
should find his proper place. Unfortunately, there is not yet very
sure ground for believing that the possibility will be utilized for
ths best interests of Marxist internationalism either by those
iorficial Trotskyists " who entered the Labour Party earlier or by
those who contemplate entering it now. In fact, the present politic-
al indications are that there is no ground at all for believing it,

(The Marxists can play a progressive role in the Britlish labor move-
ment (in its unions and in its political party) only if they work
for = Socialist Britain by means of a sccialist program which 1s
completely independent from capitalist imperialism (cr alliance with
American imperialism, or subordination to it), on the one side, and
from Stalinist imperialism and Stalinism in general, on the other,
By virbw of the position taken by the Fourth International, neither
of its two groups in Britain today - the former minority and the
present RCP - is capable of doing this work. The former minority,
now in the Labour Party, very prudently keeps its lips sealed about
its position &n favor of "unconditional defense of the Soviet Union"
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.and its characterization of the Stalinist nrison regime as a "VWorke
ers! state.," This shabby opvortunistic silence is, hbwev0r, utter-
ly worthless because Stalinist imperialism (and thereforec Anerican
lmD rvallsm) cannot be combatted that way. The former maiority

"the RCP) which has be doubtful merit of having devoloped the

al p051t10n to 1ts logical and therewith its most obvic Holy
ary bonclus10ns, is canaolo only of acting as shicld for

A, since 1t holds that Dtallh151 is a bureaucratic but never-

a °OC¢allSt revolutioncyy force which not only 0"“1turns

nm but also estahlishes worlers! states (“astern T Burove,

saluted by the RCP as victories for the working classl To

uhe Labour Party with such a theory is, at best, like »nlunging

& pool with a straitjackct.
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(3t111l, it has proved posciBle for many of the British comrades to
dump cverboard some of their obsolcte conceptions = zbout the La~
bour Party and about theipr own role in the working-class novement.

It 1z to be hoped that it will not take toc long before they rid
mgelves of their position on Russia and Stalinism as well, -~ Td.)
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STATEIENT ON TIE PERSPECTIVE OF THE R.C.P.
Submitted to the Central Comnittee, Jan, 8, 9, L1949
By J. Haston, H, #tkinson, R. Tearse, V, Charles

In preparation for the forthcominz Coni'nrence of the P&rty,

.necessary to review the prognosls and perspectlves ve :
67, and to consider anew cur orientation and tactics in the 2
of ths evolution of the organization, =fter a lapse o©
S months we must sw up our experiences and the practica
s of the tusks we set ourselves,
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In opposition to the t%\,@s of ever deepening economlc crisis,
we declared in our 1947 these that desplte the grave econonlc con-
ditions in which the Labour &o»ﬁrmment took power and the tremen-
dous difficulties whiich lay before it, given continued aid from
American ilmperialism, it would e capable of expanding prcluction

' and achieving a high level cof eunloyment and stable economlc and
li*ical roiasions. This economic prognesils is being anzly cone
ol by everis. Industrial production is higher than at any time
' i y and will undoubtedly continue to rise for the
w yoars. The unstable sosition of British finance dnd cur-
has been so transformed that outside of the dollar zone ster=- 3
5 now a hard currency. 4

Confirmed also, 1s our estimate of the main political trends
P P

1

within the population. The tendency, as reflected in Dv—cLentlonS,
for o political move towards the risght has increased; but the

broad mass of the worlking class and especially the org qn"zod vork-
ers, continues to support the traditional rmss organization -~ the
Labour Party. No redl moveilent has appeared from within the Labour

) Party critical of the Government's policy, nor has any development

' talen place resulting in the beginning of the growth of 2 mass
Labour League of Youth. There is no process of differventiation
vithin the existing youth 01"an~uatlor°- they continue to he large-
ly social socileties. The rﬂghuwgrd trpnd within the movement, ale




ready visible last year, has deepened, This 1s indicated by the
considerable success which the Labour leaders have had in theilr antle
comunist drive,

On the industrial front, however, our estimate that the policy
of the Labour Government would provoke a rising curve of industrial
strugrle with an increase in the number of strikes thus creating a
faveurable field of activity for the independent party, has been
shown wrong. The working class has been excepbtionally quiescent.
The situation has been even more stable than in the previous years
of Labour?!s rule.

‘rong, too, was our prognosis that our Party, on the basis of

its open work, and despite the gmnerally low level of political

v activity, would be capable of growing and expanding in influence

: among the working class. The Party has failed to grow in the past
period. On the contrary, the tendency has been cne of decline, In

X certain fields, and in one or Two areas we have advanced and made

f headway in membership as well as in influence, notably Birpingham
and Menchester. In our trade union activity we have made some ade-
vances and consolidated past work. The N.C.L.C. has offered excep-
tional opvortunities to party lecturers to put our case to wlde
scctions of workers in the Trade Unions. But this success, taken
with our other gains, does not off-set the overall plecture of de-
cline.

During the past 12 months, the Party has been forced £0 make
a» series of retreats, The full time staff has been cut, The press
hias been cut and the circulation declines. The public activities
of the Party have been increasingly restricted. In the more recent
period the organization has lost a considerable source of income
which cannot be replaced. IHembers subscriptions alone are not cap=-
able of maintaining the existing apparatus., Ve are thus lmminently
faced with further restrictions. This means concretely a wmonthly
igocialist Appeal at the present reduced size. These restrictions
reduce the activities of the RCP to that of a propaganda grouplng,
since the small monthly paper will not and cannot fulfill the func-
tions of an agitational organ, We must thus say that we have not
been able to maintain the organization at its existing level, bub
nave pared down from one Central Committee to the next. 'On the basils
of the economic and political perspectives, we can see no possibili-
£y of any change in this process. We can thus offer the organiza= 3
tion no perspective for growth and expansion in the coming periode.
This refutation of our organizational prognosis calls for a serious re- B
consideration and reanalysis on our part, g

In our perspectives of 1947, we clearly recognized that the ime
mediate period of economic expansion, labor reforms, and political
stagnation would not be favorable for the transformation of our small 3
independent organization into a large party, or even for a consider- g
able expansion. Bubt we did nct fully appreciate the difficulties .
we would face as a consequence of the transformation which has taken
place among the organized workers, on the basis of the reforms which
the Government has introduced.




w33

We believed a left turn on the part of the Stalinists was high-
1y possible and argued that such a turn would create a favorable
climate in which to win members of the Communist Party to our ore
caniration, But events in Czechoslovakia, Eastern Europe, and in
China have created a growing confidence on the part of the rank and-
file members of the CP in thelr organizatlon and leadership. £4s a
censeduence, while we have sood relations with the rank and file
of the CP, 1t has not been possible to recruit from the Stalinists
to orfset the stagnation in and around the Labour Party, It is now
evident that recruitment from this source cannot be an important ar-
guent for the retention of the open organization,

tihen we discussed the guestion of entry with the entrists we
based ourselves upon the classical approach of Trotsky and argued
that conditions for entry did not exist. These conditions were out-
lined by us as follows: '

1) That the country has entered, or is just enterinsg a period
of pre-rcvolutionary political crisisg

2) That a process of differentiation has begun in the mass
Soclal Democratic Party and is resulting in the creation
of a mass centrist current, especially among the vouth,

3) That the Revolutionary Party is completely isolated from
the real elements of working class political 1life and ine
capable of growing or influencing events except through
the mass reformist ovganization,

These conditions do not exist at the present time., There is

no cvidence that a left wing is developing within the Labour Party

or League of Youth of any significance. Our economic thesis of upe

swing in the economy and rslatively stable social conditions, and
thet an economlc and political c¢risis of zreat importance adversely
arfecting the conditions of the working class would be necessary
before any real opposition develops within the Labour Party, ls
stilll the key to a correct unferstanding of the present and future
evolution of the movement, If we retaln cur old position rogard=
ing classical conditions for.entry, the only conditions which exists
at present is the stagnation of the Party. It is now our opinicn
that 1t 1s necessary to revise our old concepticn and to approach
the problem from an entirely different angle, Nationally and ine
ternationally the experiences of our movement lead to the conclusion
that in the next period thore ig no possibility of creating a third
workers? party separate from and in organizaticnal onposition to

the Labour and Commnist Parties where they exist as mass parties

until the workers complete Their experiences of these orrsonizations,

The split of the British party was one of the manifestations
of thise In the final analysis, the split would never have taken
place had the RCP been advancing with the possibility of rapid
growth and development. It was the result of the objective situae
tion in which the Trotskyist movement found itself in the postewar
period, While the split relcased members of both tendencies from
the illeeffects of a long dravn out factional struggle, at the same
time 1t added extra burdens upon the shoulders of an already overe
burdened newbership of the open party in the effort to malke up for
what was lost., It undoubtedly had the effect of weakening the ine
dependent organization, Had it not taken place, however, it would
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have not fundamentally altered the present trend..

The most militant and class consclous workers are still to be
found in and around the Comzmnist Party. However, the democcratic
traditions of the British working class are serious obstacles to
the cdevelopment of Stalinism at the present time., Even within the
ranits of the CP the totalitarian activities of the Stalinlst leader-
ship have a disturbing effect upon many party members. .‘ere it
possible to join the Communist Party and agitate half as freely
iAside the Labour Party for a revolutionary point of view, a turn
torards the Stalinist Party would seriously have to be considered.
But this is out of the auestion in the given situation and could on-
1y arise in the form of =a capitulation to Stalinism.,

The Lebour Party, despite limitations which it will impose on
revolutionary agitation, is the only field from which a mass Trotsky-
is% tendency can arise in the period that lles ahead., ‘ithout il-
lusions, and with the perspectlve of several years of patient work,
we can and must gain the cadres for the creatlon of the party of
sccialist revolution. Vithout accepting the economic and politilcal
prem.ses on which the Minority evolved theilr tactic, we foresee a
period of work in the Labour Party extending over several years,
given the continuance of the fairly stable conditions now prevailing.,
In striving to build the Trotskyist movement, we have no cholce but
tc work with the material which is at hand. Recognizing the limita-
tions imposed on us by the rlood of the Labour Vorkers, we rmst as
far as we are able, play a role in organizing and creating the left
wing, low though its level is at present.

It is our opinion that during the next few years, the energies
of our comrades can be better utilized in creating & base for them=-
selves around our programme in the Labour Party locally, and where
possible nationally, than in striving to maintain the apparatus of
an iszolated independent organization,

The problems of the British Party cannot be separated from the
problems of the international Parties all over the world., If on
the continent of Lurope our tendency had arisen in one or riore
countries as a decisive or even authoritative tendency In the life
of the working class, this msy have alded in the creatlon of an in-
dependent organization. But this has not taken place. The split
in Ffrance was in itself an outccme of the situation in which
Trotskyism found itself in face of The mass support galned by the
Stalinist party after the war,

The post-war period did not result in the exposure and elimina-
tion of ®talinism or Social Democracy; nor did it lead to the rise
of Trotskyism as a decisive tendency leading masses of warkers into
ac¢tion. On the contrary, Socilal Democracy still plays a leading
role in the 1life of broad sections of the organized workers, espew-
cially in the Anglo-Saxon cocuntries or those countries inifluenced by
them, Where Social Democracy has been eliminated in large parts
of Europe - 1t is Stalinism which has replaced Social Democracy as
the decisive force among the viorking class and peasant poor.

In the colonial countries, Stalinism has rlsen as the mass party
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of the toiling masses, In Lndia, our section has entered the So-
cialist Party. Only in Ceylon has Trotskyism recally appeared as a
mass leading tendency of the working class in opposition to the
Stalinists, :

In America where we have our strongest and most influential
section, the comrades would welcome the formation of a Labour Party
in whic1 they could find a milieu of worke.

£11 the factors on an internaticnal scale lead to the conclue-
sion that for the next few years, the sections of the Fourth Intera
nal have no perspectives of important growth in oppoesition to
allalum and Social Democracy. Fresh experiences of a far-reach- i
inz character will be necessary before the masses break with these A
orzanizations, Thils does not aifect the validity of the programme r
of the Fourth International, nor the historic mission and need for
the Yorld Party of Socialist Revolution - the Fourth International.
But it does mean that for the crecation of masg parties of Trotskye
ism, patient and systematic work is necessary for many years, €S- .
peclally in Britain, inside the Social Democratic organization, ‘ -

Vle propose therefore, to raise as the key question before the
Party, the dissolution of the RCP as an independent organization and
the entry of our members intc the Labour Party.

Vie prepose that the dissolution should be by public declaration,
The suvpporters of our tendency should be prepared by a seriecs of »
articles and the leadership of the Party shculd approach the Labour
Party with the object of securing the best results from the public
entry of the RCP into the LP. It follows that the IS should be ine
formed of bthe proposed crientation, and if it 1ls accepted by the
ma jority of the Party} negotiabticns should be opened with the ob=-
ject of working together with our co-thinkers,

i # #
TO THE I,.,5. FROM THE POLLTICAL BUREAU OF THE RCP

To the I8
Dear Comrades,

Your letfer of February 8 to the Political Bureau and the Cen-
tral Committee of the RCP and your Open Letter to all mebers have
been recelved and are in 01rou1at10n throughout the Party.

The document for entry signed by the four comrades was pre=
sented to the CC to initiate the discussion. There had not been a
great deal of discussion on the leading cormittee or in the party
and for this reason 1t was considered unwise to take a vote, HNa-
turally, a vote will be taken, but only after the comrades on both
sides have presented a rounded out position, and after the discus=
sion has been held in the Party. The PB supports the position of the
four comrades and 1is preparing a document,

Yhen we sent you the resolution we sincerely hoped that you ‘
would participate and assist in the discussion which has been reopened.
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in our Party. We had anticipated that you would welcome an expres-
sion of a new turn in our party, embodying as it dces an acceptance
of a position you have foucht IOT for some time, and embodying a ¢
recognition that we were wrong on the tao+10d1 question of entry.

The nature and tone of your intervention were entirely unex-
pected by us. You have answered the document by declaring that:

The document is an expression of liguidaticnist tendenciles,
It shows a pernicious method in dgnering the fact that the
International has a position

The authors are pess
and have 'a lack of fait
movement o

imistic in respect of the working class
nh in ecur class and 1n the Trotsiiylst y

And finally, 1t reveals, once again, that the leadership f
of the RCP is on the path which leads out of the Four
ternational,

e must state bluntly that the impression your letter o
was that you are doing your Dest to drive us out of the lwisyn
al and prevent a fusion at all costs,.

g galned this mprassLon by your characterization ei ‘dhe com-
rades as ’11qu1dat10nlst “w6331m13t " eto. and your placing them
in the same category as horr W, Dema71ere, Shachtmen and others
vho have left the ranks of the Fourth International. it 1s our
opinion that your sole purpose was to pin a label on us, to create
an amalgam between us and people who have left our movement. It
gppears that you begin with - the proconcelved determinaticn that

—n
nothing good cometn out of Nazarethy that eaevy idea expressed

by us rust of necessity be a reflectlon of potential rene gacy to

the Fourth International. e therefore feel it necessary to state

that the RCP 1s not analagous to Demaziere, to lMorrow, or Shachtman,
or to any other tendency which has left the International., ''c are
part_of the Internastional and we intend to rerain part of 1t,

Since receiving your letter we have had the onDOrtunity to dis=
cuss with one of your representative He expressed surprise when
we stated that the document of the four comrades proposed fusion.
He apparently had the misconception that we were for liquiéation
in the organizational sphere. Let us assure you that thls is not
the case. On the contrary, the only principled conclusion which
flows from our change © f line 1s fusion on the organizatlonal basis
already established, Any amolsulty In this respect as expressed in
the Tast section of the document is the result of matters raised
by you through your representatives in discussion a few months ago,
which we have borne in mind,

Lt appears thau you were also under the impression that we
were advocating "entry everywhere. " We hope, in the course of
the discussion, to show that you have either misread the document /
or have drawn wrong conclusions from what may have been ambdiguous
formmlations.

Let us try and put the discussion on its proper footing by
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elaborating what is the real position of the four comrades and tak=-
ing up the real differences vhich separate us.

Vou divide our mistakes into "old" and "new." You say:

"We would not have intervened if the authors of the docu-

. ment had only remained faithful to the old mistakes and not
added something new which constitutes nothing less than a
departure from the programiwe of the Fourth Internetionaless

so far as our alleged "old" mistakes are concerned, these can be

divided into twos differences on the relative economic and politice

al stchility in Britain; the role of Stalinism in relation to

Tastern Burope and China, e are anxious to continue discussilons

on the guestion of Stalinism, as indeed, the whole probler is still

in the process of being discussed in the International, ‘¢ will

touch on this briefly later in this lotter. However, in the light
of Tour statement above that you would not have intervened had Ve
morely remained faithful to these "old" mistakes, 1t 1s evicent that
you regard them as secondary to the main discugsion around our new
orientation and perspective. Therefore, let us first telze up these
new ¥ mistakes,

Yie can sum them up under three headings:
a) The slogan of "entry everywhere,"

b) The method of vosing the question of entry which you
see as a capitulation,

¢) '"Ignoring™ the International and past positionse.

a) ENTRY EVERVULIERE? - A HISCOUCEPT LON

Your arguments on this lead us to helieve that you did not
road carefully what was sald., To take an examples: you make play
on the question of America, You infer that wo are for the entry of
the SVP into the Norman Thomas Socialist Party. We asit you t0 re=-
read what was written in the document.

“In America, where ve heve our strongest and mest influential
gsection, the comrades would welcome the formation of &’
Labour Party in which they would finé a milleu of vtorks"
Something very different, you will agree. It weuld e absurd
to acvocate entry intc the Thomas Party in the Unlted States; or
to advocate enbtry at all in fmerica. You are quite wrong in saying
thot wé are presenting a new policy “"for all sections of the Interna-
tional." Ve are pointing to a general world trend which exlstse
Your misconception may have flowed from our statenment: But it does
mean that for the creation of mass parties of Trotskylsm, potlent
and systematic work 1ls necessary for many years, especially in Bri-
tain, inside the Social Democratic orcanization,” Perhaps the fore
muletion could have been nhrased more clearly. However, the fact
thet they used the singular and referred to the Social Democratic
organization, not organizations, should shew that they were referring
to entry in Britain., The part of the sentence which is operative to
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other sections, is that which refers to tle necessity of patient

and systematic work for many years. What 1t was intended to convey
was that where there were mass Social Democratic organizations with
only small isolated Trotskyist groups, the tendency of the Fourth
Internationalists was towards entry. We have common agreement with
you that entry in America, as in some other countrles, is not a
practicallpossibility. This is neither pessimism nor liculdationism,
It i1s facing up to the realitles, Indeed you yourselves have no
difference of opinion on this point.

In general we agree with your comment that it is impermissible
to play about the policies of our sections. We do not support the
idea of a world slogan on this question. ZEach situation imst be dis-
cussed concretely by the given section,

We hope that this clarifies the problem and that in our future
discussions it will be off the agenda, for there exists no basic
disagreement,

b) METHOD OF POSING THE U ESTION OF ENTRY e
IS LT £ CAPITULATION?

Ve pass on to the second "new" mistake, You seek to show that
our document represents a capitulation in the method of posing the
auestion of entry, which you claim stems from pessimism and bad me=-
thode Let us examine this.,.

Your previous criticism of us was that we saw entry as a short-
term, 'raiding" tactic. VWe now accept the position you counterposed
£6 ours. Our position then was correctly paraphrased by you as fol-
lowss +that "the Party had much better opportunities of recruiting
in the economic struggles and from the Communist (Stalinist) Party,
and should therefore turn its attention in that direction.” Let us
say here and now = (and this has a relation to point ¢, namely,
"ignoring the Internatlional) ~ that experience has shown us that we
have not been able to recruit from the Stalinist Party owinz to 1ts
left turn and victories in other countries; we have likeirlse not
been able to recruit from the very limited number of economlc struge
gles which have taken placee

Our perspectivd was based on what we thought was the best me-
thod of recrulting members to the Trotskyist party in the shortest
possible time. VWe believe now that it is not possible to make great
gains in recruitment either inside or outside the Labour Party.

(e think it would be correct to say that the numerical position of
both tendencies, in and outslde, have not changed a great deal.) Ve
now agree that a period of "patient and systematic work 1ls neces=-
sary for many years...inside the Social Democratic organization.”

If this is e ssimism, we plead gullty. But allow us here to enter
such a plea for you also. We take the floor with your statement of
January 1947:

"Under these conditions, it is obviously bound to ve more
difficult to recruit members from the Labour Party directly
to the revolutionary party, then to organize them inside for
Trotskyism. The worker, even the advanced one, 1is attracted
by the idea of trying to see if the Labour Party, which after
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such a long time he has finally seen come to power, can be made
to work in his interests., That is why your texperience! does
j not impress us as a refutation of our proposed orientation,

"But recruiting workers from the Labour Party at present is
one thing, and influencing them in the directicn of revolution-
ary action is another., <You appear to us to pose the whole

B question incorrectly. Our task, the task of a Labour Party

» orientation, even of &n eventual entry is not essentially
immediate recruitment, It -is to bring the transitional pro=-
granme of Trotskyism to the workers in the course of thelir
development towards struggle, to go through their expjeriences
with them in applying the demands incorporated in this pro=-

P gramme accordinz to the needs of a given moment, to convince
them in the course of participation in their daily 1lives that

. this 1s the programme which can achieve their gecal, In this

( process it is necessary to imrunize them against Stalinism,
But to bring the Trotskyist programme to the workers, to
combat Stalinism, tc go through their experiences with themn,
to participate in their political life in England today means
above all to be in and arocund the Labour Party, where they
indisputably are, That means that the whole work of the party
has to revolve on tireless agitation and propaganda around
the Labour Government and the attitude of the workers toward it,

"This is not a simple task, nor one of shortduration.,,"

"IGNORENG" THE INTERNAT IONAL

'e link our comments on the above with your statement that we
"iznore' the International,

In the light of the experisnce of the past 14 months, we do
not think it is possible to forge a regolutionary party outside of
the Labour Party. You were correct when you said it was a Question
of influencing the processes at work there, of bullding a base for
our lembers, and participatling in the main fields where the politice
al lssues of the day are raised. 1f you wish for a special state=
ment that we have learned from you on this score, we give 1t with -5
t pleasure. But surely you are not asking for a "confession" that 1
v you were correct on other aspects on which we are not convinced?
& So far as your immedlate economic and politieal peTspective was
- ¢ concerned, we do not believe you were correct, It is our oninion
that the facts contradict it, It is not here a gwation of
"1gnoring" your opinion, but of not accepting it

The document of the four comrades sald that while accepting
the orientation of entry, it did not accept "the economic and
political premise on which the Minority evolved their tactic.es
tthat is referred to here? ’

n

~ Insofar as you and the lMinority argued that the "disastrous
decline in coal production, far from being halted continucs un-
o abated," we still say you were wrong. 4And our opposition, we bew=
lieve, was correct to your reference that "exports have neover sur-
passed 120% and are slackening from month to monthi" or the per-




spectlve on unemployment expressed by the minority in 1946 as fol-

lowse: "The comrades (we) talk about the illusion of 'full cmploy- ,
ment! being maintained and su~zested that this will be so until near /.
the end of Labourl!s term of oiflice, 1.2, for about three years, How
do the comrades explain that the former tdistressed areas! are once -
more showing a steady increzse in unemployment..." Ve cannot here
refrain from polnting out that the employment figures of that date
heve been maintained until this day, i.e. "until near the cnd of
Labourls term of offlce.” ile do not accept this even today. On

the contrary, we belleve that our short term econonmic porspective

nas stood the test of history. It is this short term econdmic per-
spective of decline and unemplornent that we do not accept.,.

We cannot leave this point without declaring that you have not "
esented our point of view falrly on the perspectives of British

Aconomy,., You create the impression that we ”fo”get” the decadence

0 the British Empire, and that we have illusions in the stability 4
of the capitalist 0ystem in Britain. Ve cabeworlcally dehu5 as we

have persistently done in the past, that this is our position, Ve

ask you to show us one single article in the "Socialist £pneal" or

the "orkers International uovs“ which leads to this refornlst

ii?

: Likewise, on the short term political perspective of écwelOp-

ments within the Labour Party, which f“owed from the economic pers-

pectlve of rapid crisis as azainst a "relative stability,” we still

maintain that we were correct. You will recall that you visualized

a rapld le ftward development against the right wing inside the LP
thich you argued was already %o 4110 place in 1946,

On these two questions, wou are entitled to your opinion - we
to ours, They are not questions of prianciple, but merol CL DProge
nosils for the short period ahead, They have largely been answered
by events, Ve have no desire to go into this whole discussion again
an¢ to reopen the factlonal feud on these issues. We belisve there
is no basic disagreement on the vhole with the method of presenta-
ticn in public statements and consider it neither desirable nor NEw
cessary to revert to these old discussions.

CLASSICAL CONDL”*ONS FOR_ENTRY v

You take up the question of what we termed “classical’ condi-
Eions for entry. Ve do not belleve that the conditions loid down by
Lrotsiky exist todav, While it is true that you said iIn the past, as
wou do 1n your latest letter, that no hard and fast rules for entry
could be applied, you did argue that these classical condislons for
Cﬂu“] as we s&.w them, were valid for sritein in the present period,
‘For ingtance, your letter of January 1947:

8

“But if Trotsky did not set up any hard and fast rules for en-
Try, the conditions described by hinm in your citation never-
theless deserve comparison with the present situation in Bri-
Tain, because in our view they are not so totally different
as to back your conclusions, even from that point of views 4
On the contrarye.e"

In the past we considered entry t0 be essentially a tactic of short
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Yugoslavia is a capitalist state.
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term duration., It 1s an undeniable fact that the type of work being
conducted is an innovation in our movement and has no precedent,

But in any case, since we have agreement today on the qguestion
long term poruoectlve of work, it scems to us that further disw-
on on the term “classical® would prove purely sophlstical,

Q
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STALINLSI AND EASTERN EUROPE

fmong what you ternm our “old" mis takes, you include the ques=
tion of Stalinism. You assert that the "Socialist Appeal" #,.,
takes the Stalinist point of view in the analysis of events In
Czechoslovakia and China} which are today the maln arguments of the
Stalinistsee.e’ You inform us that "the Stalinists are not achieving
anything near to Socialism but are strangling the revolutlonary
movenent of the masses everywhere - even when they muke a laft turn
or use left words, or proceed to nationalizations or to partition of
the land." It is not true that we take the Stalinist position, and
you do not have to teach us that Stalinism cannot introduce Sociale
isme. Any objective analysis of our press will demonstrate this,.
On the one hand we dc not blind ourselves to the facts, the ilndise
putable facts, that the Stalinlsts have been forced to carry through
the agrarian overturn and eliminate capitalism in the baslc sectors
of the economy. UWe are not alone in the International in this.
Your assertion that we place the emphasis only on the "progressive”
side of Stalinism is also quite unjustified. ‘e have attacked every
reactionary manifestation of Stalinism nationally and intcérnationale
ly. (By the way, your sneer at the material on vhe "brologlcal
Issue" 1s quite misplaced ds 1t has created a wide interest in the
British political movement,) ¥e have attacked the Stalinist slave
camps, the lack of workers democracy, we have exposed the methods
of the GPU, the strike-breakinz activitlies of the Italian, the
French and other sections of the Stalinist movement; above all, we
have consistently shown the need for a political revolution as the
v ccusary prerequisite for the transition to socialism in any

talinized country.

‘e are convinced that events will justify our position on Eastw
ern Europe which we presented in amendment form to the ‘orld Congress,
You say that the RCP does not put the position of the Vorld Congress.
In point of fact, the IS itself has not found it possible to maine
tain the line of the World Con-ress. This was shown in the letter
to the Yugoslav CP and in Cowmrade Pablo's subsequent article in the
“rourth International which imlkes nonsense of the position that

.

/e have placed our lefﬂ*’ﬂoes on this question before 7vou 1in
the form of a letter to the IEC. Ve would welcome g repiy to the
polnts raised there and a continuanoe of the discussion on the na=
ture of the Yugoslav state and the other Eastern Zuropean states,
fround such discussion, the various aspects of the role of Stalinism
Ih the postwar period and its future development can be thrashed
out. ‘e do not claim to have The final answers to these complex
problems. e thihk our position is more in line with the Tacts than
that of the IS. But the discussion is still in progress in the
International and the final word has not been said on either side,
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ve confident that we will eventually evolve to a similaer 1f not
cal position,

Q
@
e

But before leaving this, we feel 1t neces sary to raise a Doint.

p¥ey
You accuse the RCP leadersh 10 of having defended "with assurance"
arainst the IS ln the past, the theory that the Eastern Zuropean
countries were "state capitalist." One comrade, Comrade Haston,
expressed this view that Czechoslovekia was state capitalilst., As
you lmow he has since gone on record azainst that position. But the

P leadership has never taken a position on this question, let
alone defended it with or without assurance. There was no guestion
of assurance on our part. Let us quote from our resoluticn en The
Soviet Union, passed at our 1946 Conference.

"The €C notes that our orzanization, and especlally the lead=

ing comrades, have falled as have all other secticns cf the )
Fourth Intprnatioqal to examine and explain the soclal transe U
formations talzing olaoe in these Bastern countries, to esw

tablish the class character of the process, and especially

%o establish the class nature of the states that have come

into being. This ig an indication of theoretical hesltatlion

and Indecision on the pﬂ”t of our International moverment as

a whole in the light of the new and emazingly complicated

social phenomena, '

This was passed at the same conference at which Comrade Haston ralsed
the question of state capitalism in Czechoslovakia, It hordly In-
dicates an attitude of assurance, ;

C ClIC LUS IONS

/e have never souwh to conceal our political differences with
you. Vle have always oosed 211l the problems confronting us with the
°1 wcere object of obtaining clerity. e do not oellnve that covere

ing up our mlsglVln”S or differences can serve the best interests
£ our movement. Ve hope that our discussions will continue and
1 to a greater clarity and understanding betvieen use.
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But you will realize that to postpone a decision on the quesw~

tion of entry is not always possible, and in the given conditions v
mist be ruled out. The state of flux and indecision about the fu- ‘
ture of our party is SuCh.uh“* a postponement of a decision on entry 8

will benefit no one. The discussion was opened by the CC on January

Q. t this meeting were present delegates from most party Dranches

and they considered & 14 weeks period of discussion emole. TYour
cuest for a oostnonemenu has been circulated to the me

i
FN

re Wocrsrlp and
we will issue any further arguments you mey put forvard in this cone-
nection as soon as they are received, For our part, we are opposed

any postponement of the decision to scme distant date, vhen and
2ll the disputed questions you have raised have been discussed
nationally and internationally with all the sections participating,
0f course, 1if the economic discussion continues long enough, the
slunp i1tself may wipe that questlon of £ the agendal

e i
O
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Before closing, we think 1t necessary to make our attltude
clezar on the future work in Britain, So far as organizaticnal ape



o O
o ©
i ‘3 o

.ch and method which have bheen adopted, we. find ourselves in
al agreement. ‘e have cencral agreement on the prosrarme of

¢ International, and our azreement on method of work ~rovides a
rerizing basls on which to proceed. Theve 1s not and never has been
1ifference on the app plication of our programme 1in the form of
rcte demands to be ralsed in the British labour wovement or
in relation to the problem of Stalinism here. ‘e have common
resrent on the need for some years of systematic and natient work
ound thls programmne,

ke,

D30 B

-
G4

-
ran»

ne

O Mmoo o®
<~ O3

'S

Ve approach the whole problem with the sreatest measure of
‘wlll Perhaps you do not rcalize the great cbstacles vhich
@ in the path of the comrades who have changed their course, in
of the prolonged and bltter factlonal struzgle 1n the past.
arnestly hope that the Iimpression your letter created will be
spelled by your answer to us, For our part, we sincercly trust
2t any misunderstandings which have arlsen caused by perhaps a
o hasty intervention on your part, or by the lnadequatc statement
the position on the part of the four comrades, will be cleared
5> and the path will be clearsd for a speedy and really successful
sion of the forces of our movement in this country,

’)(“

evr

D

9
La
9]

-
o O char < iy
("] .s—bo SN

Political Bureau RCP

Acopted February 21, 1949
E. Grant absbaining.
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EXCERPTS FROM LETTERS FROM /BROAD

Prom & British Friend:

ees And now -~ at lastl ~ Lo answer your letter on the irmmedi-
ate subject matter of support for the LP, Here acain I imst cor=-
rect a slight mlo-under%tandlno. If it wes inferred frowm ny pre-
vioug letter that there has been a general swing away frcwm Labour
Y THE PLRT OF THE ~V"O?K:‘PS then I must apologize for bad formula-
L tione. L certainly did not intend to give such an impression., ¥No
one can.argue sensibly in 1306 OL incontrovertible facts, which show
P -~ by the huge number of seats lost in the recent electlons - that
of the POPULATION GENERALLY, uhere is a decided swing %to the right,
| I send two recent newspapers (NOT TORY papers} ALctually one is the
cofficial Labour daily, and +the other 1s a Liberal reg), frowm which
you will draw your own conclusion. My sole comment shall bDe on the
cenclusions which the bureaucrats are trying to draw from the re-
sults. You will notice that they are saying it was the apathy of
the electors plus the over-confidence of the LP workers which re-
sulted in defeat, But this line is only put out for PUBLLC consump-
tion., INSIDE the LP we all imow that the poll reflectq the ST OW e
in:; feelings of dissatisfaction with official policy. There was
the b“unnle of the letest bhudget - iIn which the bosses, eftO“ sever=
al years of enjoyment of super-profits during the eXpan31cn of
trade (alongside the wage~frecze) were granted an increased allowance
tax-free, for the "renewal of machinery” while at the same time,

o
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subsidies have been lowered or removed from.foodﬁ which of course is
the seme as a further wage-recduction, while the “penny a pint' off ,
beer was nothing more than an insult to the workers, for it was A
clecar TV designed to help the brewers rather than the workers, You

see, vages have been so Tight that the consumption of becr has fal-

len ¢ 1arﬂ1nmly (from the brewers! standpoint) and it was hoped that

this paltry reduction would help increase sales. (Bctually, it has

had 110 such effect.)

In the nationalized 1n’uonries there 1s dissatisfaction both
by the general public who use these services, AND by those vorkers
whe earn their living operating them. The public sees the Ilnevit-
ahle Increage in cost, following on nationalization, while the

workers, who expected better conditions on working for the State 9
than they suffered under private boss-ship, now find themselves no '
better off. ¥itness the innumcréble coal-strikes and threatened '
railivay and transport strikes ~ which the trade union mis-lcaders %

are finding ever—greater difrficulty in quelling. Then there 1s the
dire shortage of houses, conscription, the bureaucratic setting-
aside of unanimous resolutlono on suogocto like equal pay ior
school-teachers, nurses and women in general, nSPWCIALLY In all the
branches of the Civil Sewv1ce- the refusal to allow workers! con-
trol even in Nat lonalized 1nuu33r1es, the severe hardship suffered
by pensioners, the continued rationing at levels only such suffi-
cient to maintain health, the heavy burden of income-tax of the
poorer sectlons, etc,, etc., ctc.

()

ind yet, desplte ALL cf those things, the government retains
a larze measure of support by the workers, but ONLY because for us
there is no alternative. ile who suffered for so maqy years under
Tory dominetion cannot easily cast aside "loyalty" to the party
which was formed and developed out of our opposition to canitalism,
For iorkers who have ANY sort of political intelligence, there is
the "Hobson's choice” of Labour or Tory, with La bour cffering them
SCIE sort of opvortunity of expressing their opinilons, While the
Conservatives (or Tories or Unlonists « different labely same bote
tle of poison - have shown during a whole historical perloa in
Britain, their complete allesiance to the capialists, Hence, the
actual position is that for scie months past, the LP rank and file,
alongside the Co=Op Parties (a”filiated to the LP) AND the Trade
Unions, have all become more and more critical of official zovern-
ment policy, Whllu nevertheless giving voting support to 1t durlng n
elections. The "swing® heas been mainly by the non-pollulcal nouse -
wivest votes, and COMPIETELY by the always~fluctuating middle-class,
A1l this despite the obvious lack of an accepua ble prograruie on the
part of the Conservatives. They cannot take an official attitude
on Natlonalization because, although they formally voted against the ¥
various Nationalization Bills in Parliament - in order tc squeeze :
sreater compensation out of the taxpayer - they could not, 1f gain-
power, denationalize because to do so would not be in the ine
st of the capitalist class generally., On the National Health
~vice, they voted a=ainst the Bill throughout its varilous stgges
en ﬂtment, vet they dare not tell the public that thelir intention
%6 dispense with it. On the contrary, they are now plastering ‘.
posters clalming that the whole idea w88 theirs originally, and
t the LP “pinched" it from them. They dare not disagree with
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, foreign policy because it is identical to the policy THEY would

, pursue if allowed, and to create a fake opposition might arouse the
masses to rilse up and rebel azainst it from an internationalist
outlook,

“hat of the future? There, I absolutely refuse to be drawne
Too meny faftors are involved. I.can state the factors, but pree-
fer not to draw conclusilons because the factors themselves fluctuate .
and between now and the general election even MRE vital factors By
will have appeared on the horizon which will again change the per- ?
spective. The factors are: there is a growing disilluslomment on
the part of the workers, owing to facts already stated. Then, 1t is
the zovernment!s intention to "consolidate™ if gaining office for a
¢ ‘ further term, rather than to press forward to further encroachment
of individual ownership. In fact, the only outstanding measure 1is
the proposed Nationalization of Insurance. HNow, althoush thils ine
volves an enormous emount of finance capital, insurance s an elec=-
tion policy will encourage but lultewarm support by the electorate,
The Trade Unions have been pressing for greater industrial Hatlonalle
zatilon - ship«~building, engineering, chemicals, building, ctc. have
been recommended, but definitely nationalization of insurance 1s
not & measure which would set Tire to any great enthusiasm. In
fact, L believe it is true to say that in the Insurance “rade.Unlons
thers is general opposition - probably due to fear that Hctlonaliza-
tion would result in a general cutting down of staffs and consequ=
ent unemployment. This would undoubtedly result, for therec are do-
zéns of individual Insurance Coge in existence, and coordination
would mean centralization and ueye efficient employment of labour,

Another factor 1ls the fowthcoming Annual Conference of the LP.
In previous years this has resulted in victory for the rishbt-wing,
i But since the first year or two (the "honeymoon period®) there has
b been a growing opposition, and the recent electlon results MAY come
pel the rightwing to grant concessions to the floor of the confer-
ence this year. Naturally, this conference will deal mainly with
ext year's election programne, and so many left-wing resolutions
are down for debate that it must be clear to the bureaucrats that
unless they "play ball" to some extent, there 1is grave danger of
( a cleavage inside the Labour illovement. In Parliament, the pseudo-
‘ efts among the Labour 'back-benchers” have become more and more
critical - largely due to pressure from their local Vards and Divie
r sions, wherein lies thelr voting support.

I cannot emumerate the verious bills from memory but 7will men-
tion just a few which come to mind. There was the "blood-sports £
pill" which was intended to make cruel animal sports such as coursSw 5
inz (dogs against hares) hunting (horses and dogs chasing foxes to .
death) etc, illegal. These sports being the pleasure solely of the =~
wealthy, it was netural that the back-benchers took a class line,
and wore disturbed that the 311l was not passed, Then there was
the Death Penalty Bill - designed to do away with capital punishment,
This failed., Then came the latest "shock " Budget. Then the Lreland
y Partition rumpus, All thesé have had a disturbing effect on the or-
> dinary Labour MP yet at the wmoment he is, generally speaking still
“gitvting on the fence,' If he can be assured of "backlng-up' sup=-
port from his area, 1t is.pretty certain he will become more vocifer-
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ous at Parliamentary LP meetings. Bub at the same time, he has to
b~ careful not to offend tho elactnraue enera]ly with pronouncements

which are so "left' that they are unauoeptable to his suboorters ¢
QUTSIDE the LP.

Of the balance of forces, the LP membership grew stronger after
the election, snd the rise conbtinued in 1946, But the last year
o o distincet loss of membership - & process which has continued
Steadlly right through THIS year. Also in the Trade Unions. The
last two years there has been 2 steady fall., This is a normal pro=-
cess after wartime, tbru~n 1% has Dbeen protracted 1n En 1cland COnl=
pared Wwith events after 1918 ~ possibly because of the LP bolng in
office. Of the right wing, the Liberals, after their crushing de-
faa’ in 1945, lost members ~alorce - 1arﬂplv to the LP. Bhis setback

has never been counteracted, Despite valiant efforts on the parb u
of individual Liberals, thewre ﬂas been a complete failure either to |
produce a progranme vhich could have any sort of mass support, or O ¢
build any sort of a polisicel mechine. In fact, the Libcrals are '

defunct. No” the moxies. Lfser the election of 1945, they
found themselvas with a rea sonuoly big party but with no mass sup=
port. AL the “1nuuaqu“ there wore meny hard words spoken, resulting
in a split, with uhgvnhil ts gang against an op0051tlon fzetion al-
most £s strong. This split continued right up to last yoear, SO that
their efforts were i2 elJ dilvorted bnt”nen solving their lnternal
problems and trying ~o woo the vremaining Liberals. Now, so far as
one can see, they have succeeded 1n uhow1n~ what purports to be 2
Unlued front (personally, I chink it 1s an uneasy poace) £t the

wme time, however, they have maneged to enlist the sup sport of in-
dusﬁry into financing a fishting fund of more than a mlll;OL pounds,
and by means of thelr superior finance, they have entlced meny of
£he P.B. youths to join their oartd 'aurelv on the basis of offering
%ﬂ ot} °OCL&1 activity "on the chea p. They did a certain asmount of

rork during the clection last weell, but NOT wuch, In fact, so far
as THILS Yapd was concerned, there were more of us LP workers out
then there were Tories, Iec they won the seat from us. iloreover, .
s+ was NOT won on a programmatlc basls. They had NO prograimic
Their whole line of attack consisted of gestructive criticism of
LP policy, along with a few -1ip promises about “more houses" withe
out ~iving the faintest of detalls as tc how more houses could be

x.h l——'
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buils, seeing that house-bullding depends on sanction from the )
central government. Another factors if the econcmic siguatilion
deteriorates between now and the goneral elecnmong - as 1s culte

feasible - resulting in highewr uneﬁ'-v'm snt, thet again will have f
an appreclable effect on the voting. You see, o@ the promices they

made in 1945, the one about maintaining a "very high stable rate of
employment’ was pos iblv thet Tor which the workers ballotted as

mach as for any ot%Cﬂ single 1tem. Up to aow} the econ0u10 recovery

has been on & scale greater thak We Tyrotslicyists envisaged - owing

to our nonnapnr601deon of %the enormou raterial damage to the con=-
tinental countries.

But now that competition, in cngineering particularly, 1s becomw
ing fiercer between this country and America, industrial prospects L
here are far from rosy, for In radio, mechanical, motor, electrical
and aeponautical engineering Britain could never compete =~ price b

for price - with America.
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Last week I visited & section of the British Industries Fair,
O There were more exhibitors there than ever before, and as usual it
attracted a large number of influential overseas buyers., Yet gene
erally speaking contracts were far smaller than for years past,
and bthe volume of business Transacted generally was much smaller.
The over=-seas contingent made 1t pretty pileain that pricés in many
cases were not truly competitive and - as I can vouch for -~ in many
cases the standard of workmenship was far below the best.

i # #
= ‘ From a German Friend g
) mn ° s - - o l
“he present situation within the German labor movement 1s
N characterized by the spontancous appcarance of communist oppositione-
{ p fadh figs

al tendencis. I belleve that the crisis of Stalinism is rovhere
(ercept in the countries of Tastern Burope) as obvious as it is in
Germanye. Two parties have already been created: One, the Independ-
ent Communist Party in Dortmund (Ruhr District) and a “IFree Come
munist Party" in Berlin. Yeou have surely recad of these facts 1n the
press, but probably not of the details iInvolved,

e have been able to mt hcld of the prograrmatic statement _ i
and 2 "manifesto" as well as details concerning the person of the
founder of the ICP., L am informing you of this so that you do not
form an incorrect opinlon on the basis of the brief reports in the
press. The initiation of the ICP is best described as the adventure
of an idiot., The founder of this "party,"” Klemens Bender, is a
former Liberal who, after 1945, contributed te the formatlon and
building up of the "Free Democratic Party" in the Soviet Zone. It
séems that he encountered difficulties with the Russian occupying
pover, and that he went to Yestern Cermany where he devised hils
curicus plan, He has no roots whatever in the labor movement;
comrades have inguired in Dortrund sbout this "party” only to find
out that Bender is not even known in the opposition circles of the
local CP. Thzese comrades were asked what they wanted "with such
an idiot." The manifesto justifies these opinions about the man,

It begins: "The ICP considers the Treedom of man as inviolable."

If continues: '"The ICP is 2 German party and serves Cerman intere-
ests only... In this the ICP adherss in principle in its political
structure to the theory of Karl Marx vhile at the same tine 1t re- e
jécts Leninism and Stalinism as unworthy of discussion and harmful |
to the peoples It views thg Soviet structure as a rule of Cespote

; Y

2 ism of unprecedented scale," = "In the economic sphere the ICP

- derrends the expropriation of large scale industries and large es-

L tates which contain the seed cells of aggressive imperialism,” The
bad Cerman of this programmatic statement is made even more une
beerable by its pathetic stylee The last sentonce reads: "Only
when the working people step from the shadows cof their 1life into

; the sun, only then will our labors be crovned by success.’ One

B cannot help but be tempted to let the working people "step from

\ toe shadows of their life into the sun ... of death"1ll ‘/hen ve 3

I just want to indicate to you not to take the ICP sericusly.
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Communist

I still lack reliable information regardin e
in = 1 of doubt=-

Party in Berlin. I rzad one repnort on it in iod

ful character. It dces glve scme glimoses of the party! prorram
vhich s=~em to indicate that there 1s at least as much coniusion,
Tnls party rejects the dictatcrship of the proletariat, a;L class
privileges, including those of the working class; it 1s opposed to
civil war and armed Insurrection. However, 1t sesms thad it is come
poseld of old party members of the CP, and therefore way find a falr-
zicd audience, The founders aspear to be one~time members of the
RFD (Red Fighters), that'!s thelr type, anyway. Theyv demond of the
Russians, for example, that they account for the whereabouts of
Heinr Heumann, the advocate of individual terror befare 1000, and
1111 Leow, the second chalrman of the RFB., £s scon 28 L have
Hle 1nfovmatlon about this party, I will transmit 1t TC YOUeee
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From Another Cerman Friend

I agree with you entirely on the question that no orgonization
thut defends the official viewpoint of the Fourth 1in the Russian
stlon has any perspective of growth - not conly in Germany but
vn“"”hore. L do not know ifvvou are informed about the internal
situetion of the German organléwtion. I gshall answer all your QUESe
thnu about that matter. iie are one of the few sections (if not %the
only) that is not divided into naJorltv and minority (on the Russian
1uasblon particularlyl). There is no comrade who holds the views of
the and the theory of '"State Canlthllsm“ is undefendecd too; a
rUM‘-clsﬂu351on on the Russian Cuestion has not yet taken place,
Dm:'the 1ead1n@ comrades share, in general, the theory of the VWP
(of "sSh auhtman as is said), l.ec., the theory of "bureaucratic cole

ectivism." Ve have defended this theory in two documents, the one
being a criticlism of the theses of the second world congross, the
other a criticism of the publications on the Yugoslav cquestion,.
Botir will be published, as we are promnised, In the Internal Bulletln
of the IS, The disagreenment between us and you lies in the diverge
in: evaluation of the anti-Stalinist resistance movements in the
Russian sphere of influence. OQur position was affirmed by the
comrade wno 1is knovm to you as R, Svoboda, whose article on the CSR

al

avpeared in the March issue of the Nleees
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You wrote in your letter: 'ile believe that the place for all
soclalists is as members of the German 3P, working for thelr own
purposes...’ There 1s something to be sald about your views on
this point. W%e have, of course, fully understocd that we have not
the task %o be some kind of “left opposition® at the horder of the
Stalinist party. The fact that the majority of the esn rn German
workers 1s now following the Social Democratic Party must détermine
funcamentally ocur strategy. Yet I cannot conclude that a total
entrist tactic is to be applicd. (Of courss, most of my comades
are organized in varicus orcanizations (sp 0“ CP). The conditions
fer “o“v are locally dirferent ones. Sometimes the work in the CP is
more favorable.) The condition of our organization doesn!t allow
this. The most essential prercquisite for entering into a mass or-
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~meet this condition up to now, P*operl it is not an organization

ganization is that our organization itself 1s politically and organi=
zatlonally firm. As a matt >r of fact, the Lerman sectlon doesn't

at 211, That is, it 1is still on the way of becoming something that
can be called an organization, That does not mesan that not everye~
thing possible is being done for instance to Increase the coherence
of the local groups and single comrades. But you must understand the
difficulties, especialiy the financial ones. The tariffs on the
railyay are abo@t one-half higher than in normal times, the payment
for mailing amounts to D Pfenning for a letter (fomerly 12 Pf,). I
myself flnd it sometinmes dlxiloult to gather the money for my correse
pondence, Furthermore, you have no posslibility of changing your
residence, because 1t 1s necessary to get a special allowance which
is nearly impossible to get., It would be favorable if three to four
comrades could settle on a single place - this would at cnce create

a zravitating center, but it iu simply impossible,

You must furthermore consider the condition of consclousness
that prevails within the German labor movement. The first task con-
sists in winning over the most advanced part, l.e. the most critical,

of the membership and the functionary body of the existing particse.
Therebv also the chiefly theoretical character of the paper 1s deter-
mined, Your criticism rcgerding “die Internationale,"” that 1t 1s
iabstract propaganda,” is cnly partially justified. Ye ourselves
know too well our weskness, It lies firstly in the lack of cducated
cadres. The losses were too high, especially those caused by demorale
ization amons the pre-1933 forces, The first issue of the paper was
madc exclusively abroad. Nobedy had any influence on the scelection
of thic themes ctCeees FOr the second issue we at least contributed
with the leading article, the other stuff was taken in, more or less,
for crbarrassment, The third was made in Germany, aftor a little
clash between us and the IS because of the resolution on Yugoslavia,
le demanded to print an crticle in Ho. 4 which differentiates itself
froum that resolution, but we roctreated after hoving got the promise
that a Jiscussion article should be published in the Internal Bulle-
tin of the IS, L am rcady to admit that the poper is little intere -
esting and that it deals to 1little with specifically Germean pqulels.
The 1Qttﬁr is our main trouble., But despite thils lack the paper is
very much asked for, It is stlll highly superior to the othor
publications that are liccnscd by the military austhoritics, this -
and only thisl! - circumstance wmey oxcuse lts meny woaknesscs,

Our political platform will shortly be finished, It is rather
long (abcout 60 typewritten pazes) and mainly theoretical. The his
torl al and the international parts take very ruch space, but this
corrcsponds to the specific welght of these quostions in German
politics today. The first cquestion youtlll be asked by a wman who
docsntt know of your organizaticn is: Yhat is your pesition viseow
vis Russia and USA. Only in the sccond line come the questlons of
ffostorn German constitution, etc, Therc rust always be considered
that we address our publications not to the masses, but to the
critical clements in the existing socialist organizations, who have
alrcady got some Marxist education (and tradition) and who undcrstand :
our “thooretical’ LanfguogCe esesses
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In my last letter I had forgotten some remabks regarding the
pericdical of the IKD, "Die Intornationale.” I had to admit that
your complaint (the paper deals not with Uerman problems in a suffie
‘cicnt way) was justified. I should have cdded that we arce running
ancther publication, the so-called "Informationsdicnst” which appcars
every fortnight and dcals first with the most topilcal Gorman probl-
orms, In the future L shall send you the ID or sec that 1t 1s scnt.
Tho most Important items at the presont moment arc (1) the running ,
of ncgotiations between the occupation powers on Germany and (2) the “
coming inte force of the Bonn constitutlon and the clcctlons te the '
first legislative body on the basis of this constitution.

§,

As rcgards the first, we had a discussion receontly “without a de-
finitive evaluation of the mcaning of the abolition of the Berlin s
Blockade, Wc arc in€lining to the opinion that it heralds a period
of diplomatic compromisc between East and VWest, bocause there are
secveral factors that indicatc such a dircction., The efforts at a
poconciliation came from the Bast and we beliecve everything depends
on the willingness {or rather possibility) of the US-Imperialism,

The Sovict burcaucracy scems to be occupled with digesting the crumbs
it has devourcd in China and (cven still more difficult) with cmbanke ;
inz the centrifugal tcndencles in Eastorn Europes Any aggressive i
policy on its part scoms te mc extremely improbable., In our last ID
e have uttercd this opinion hut dotails connot be discusscd beforo

tho confcronce of the Forecign linisters, I would be very pleascd to
hear your opinion regarding the possibility of an Zast-Wost comproe- ;
NMLSCe

To the sccond items: clections to the "Bundosreat," The thing %
icato

% became rether complicatoed by the combined character of theoso clec-

iy tions. 4if it werc an ordincry parliamentary clecticn, no difficulty
5 wrould cxist. Ve woere to glve critical support to the 8P or the

I3 locol indepcendent parties, Sut it is not an ardinary porliocmentary
& clection because the vote rcccives simultancously the meaning of a

i menifestation of principle by the circumstance that no plceblscite was
¢ carricd through on the qucstion of the constitutlon itscli. The

moncgors of Bonn and thelr superiors in Frankfurt have avolded the
clonrcut quostion to the pcopke: Are you for or against our Quisling
constitution? Thereby the votc for onc of the parties responsible

? for this Cuisling censtituticn bocowmes ldentical with a “Yes" for i
4 the constitution itsclf, i.c. o gestion of principle. A votec for
- tho KPD, the only legal parts opposcd to Bonn, being ocut of discus- (
& sion, we resolved to abstain oursclves in the vote. That docsn't

mean that we don't go te the ballot at all, but we cast Invalid
voting~papers. Do you understond this attitude?
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